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Current Topics. 


Those Diligent Judges. 

Atas, we must give up any hope of increased judicial activity 
under the régime of the new Lord Chancellor. The judges took 
a delightful little whole holiday on the opening of Parliament, 
and they have, generally speaking, failed to keep up to anything 
like the mark of the memorable Saturday which we chronicled 
some time ago. We heard Lord Justice Vavucuan Wituams 
incidentally announce the other day that his division of the 
Court of Appeal took a holiday on every alternate Saturday ; 
this, it is surmised, must be necessary in consequence of 
the strain on two judicial throats consequent on continual 
interruption of counsel. 


A Parliamentary Legal Committee. 

THE svuGGEsTION made in our columns last week by Mr. 
Harvey Cuirron that, having regard to the large number of 
solicitors who have been returned to the new Parliament, it is 
desirable that a ‘legal committee” should be formed in the 
House of Commons, is admirable. Such a body, as he says, 
might do much for the profession without injury to the public, 
and in view of contemplated measures, it is specially desirable, 
The difficulty, we are afraid, will be in getting the solicitor 
members to combine. We remember some years ago expressing 
the hope that a newly-elected solicitor would take Mr. Gascory’s 
place as the representative of the profession in the House of 
Commons. We had promptly a letter from the gentleman in 
question saying, in effect, that he considered his duty as a 





| member of Parliament was solely to regard the interests of his 


constituents and the public, and that while in the House he 
should forget that he was a solicitor. He forgot that the interests 
of his profession were not inconsistent with his duty to the public 
or his constituents, 


The Progress of Business in the Courts. 


We HEAR many complaints of the slowness with which busi- 


| ness is transacted in the courts. Begiening with the Court of 


Appeal, the list of appeals in both divisions is unusually large, 
jo has undergone but little diminution since the beginning of 
the sittings. A case like that of Ward, Leek, $ Co v¥. 
Operative Priniers’ Assistants’ Society is, no doubt, of much 
17 
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interest to employers of labour and trade unions, and 
it has accordingly been argued with due deliberation and 
expenditure of time, so as to cause those who are not 
interested in it to think that, if there were more of such 
cases, the time would have surely come for other suitors to 
compose their differences. Turning to the Divisional Courts, 
three judges in one court are often engaged in a matter which 
seems relatively of little consequence, while the Revenue cases, 
some of which are intricate and involve the liability to payments 
of a large amount, are disposed of bya single judge. Suitors, 
without asking for more energy in those who arrange the modus 
operandi in our courts, may not unreasonably ask for a little 
more method. 


Posthumous Libel. 

SzvERat newspapers have published extracts from wills 
recently admitted to probate in which the testator or testatrix, 
as the case may be, refers to relatives or acquaintances in lan- 
guage of a defamatory character. Members of the poorer 
classes, who often make their own wills, and have always been 
accustomed to call a spade a spade, are not more likely to conceal 
their dislike of a particular person when they are making a will 
than they would in writing a letter, but the will of a well-known 
bishop, who died some years ago, stated that his reason for 
passing over his daughter was not anger, but his opinion that 
conduct like that of her and her husband ought not to go 
unpunished. These posthumous libels, when recorded in what 
is in the nature of an official document, may possibly affect the 
reputation of living persons, but the law appears to be that, 
while a libel upon a dead man may be the subject of a 
criminal prosecution, a libel by the dead upon the living leaves 
the latter without redress. The writer of a letter pointing out 
the mischief which might be done by unguarded language in a 
will, gave as an illustration the following bequest from an ardent 
teetotaler to a moderate drinker: “I give and bequeath to 
A. B. the sum of £50 upon condition that she signs the pledge,” 
and urged that such a condition, inserted in a will, might do the 


Commission on Damages. 


Ir 1s much to be regretted that the law as to champerty ang 
maintenance is not more widely understood than it is at the 
present day. It has often been laid down that maintenance jg 
the maintaining or supporting the suits of others in which the 
party maintaining has no interest, and that champerty is main. 
tenance aggravated by an agreement to have a part of the thing 
in dispute. This statement of the law requires some further 
explanation, or we might suppose, contrary to the fact, that it 
was illegal to assist a poor man with money to enable him 
to proceed with a reasonable cause of action. It has ag. 
cordingly been added that maintenance is the officious assist. 
ance by money or otherwise proffered by a third person, not a 
relative, to either party to a suit in which he has himself no 
legal interest, to enable them to prosecute or defend it. The 
mischief against which the old law was directed was described 
in the vigorous language of Lord Justice Kyicur-Bruce as 
“the traffic of merchandizing in quarrels, of truckstering 
in litigious discord.” A case heard in the Clerkenwell 
County Court last week was the subject of strong comments by 
the judge. The plaintiff’s case was that, while cleaning a horse 
belonging to the defendants, it kicked him in the right thigh, 
and that he was unable to work for three months. In cross. 
examination he said that the action was being taken up on his 
behalf by a society called ‘The British Workmen’s Legal Aid 
Society,” to whom he had agreed to pay 2s. in the pound out 
of the damages obtained. He also stated that he had been a 
member of the society for about twelve months; that they had 
come round to him and asked him to purchase a ticket. The 
judge, after observing that there would be no objection if the 
society took up a case where a man had received an injury and 
was too poor to bring an action himself, protested that it was 
contrary to the law of England that persons should bring 
actions on behalf of others and participate in the damages. In 
giving judgment for the defendants, he expressed his opinion 
that they would have a good chance of getting their costs 
against the legal aid society. This opinion was probably 


ledy legates damage for which £60 would be but re ndictemrs ge onal founded on Bradlaugh v. Newdigate (11 Q. B. D. 1), where the 


tion. It is easy, however, to exaggerate the grievance from 
offensive or libellous passages in a testamentary document, and 
it does not appear sufficient to warrant an amendment of the 
law making the estate of the testator answerable in damage for 


costs incurred by the plaintiff in resisting proceedings promoted 
by the defendant were held recoverable as damages in an action 
for maintenance. 


his posthumous libel. The Taff Vale Decision. 


Arrest of a Fugitive Criminal on the High Seas. 


AN ESTEEMED correspondent, writing upon the Report of the 


Tue casuizr of a Paris firm, accused of having misappro-| Royal Commission on Trade Disputes, develops in an interesting 
iated large sums of money, has been arrested and brought to| way a point to which we refer in our article. He says it is 


aris under peculiar circumstances. He had taken refuge in 


very often said that the famous decision of the House of Lords 


Argentina, relying upon the difficulties in procuring the extra-|in the Taf’ Vale Railway case effected an almost revolutionary 
dition of a criminal from that country. But the French police| change in the law. In the extremely interesting and important 


ascertained that his wife had secured her passage in a French 


report, which has just been issued, of the Royal Commission 


vessel bound for Buenos Ayres, and, coming to the conclusion| on Trades Disputes and Combinations nothing will be read 


that he would be certain to meet her, and to come for this pur- 


with more interest by lawyers than the complete refutation 


pose on board the vessel, they made arrangements for his arrest | of this statement. A trade union is an aggregate of individuals, 
as soon as he came on board, so that the warrant for his appre-| which, before the Trade Union Act of 1871, was nothing 
hension was executed without any recourse to the formalities of| further. But any number of individuals are jointly and 
extradition. The ocean being the common highway of nations,| severally liable at common law for their joint torts. 
every merchant vessel at sea is considered as part of the territory | Hence, at common law a trade union, consisting, say, of 
of the country to which it belongs—as being, in fact, a sort! six persons, might be sued for damages for conspiracy or for 
of floating island. It may be objected that at the| any other wrongful act in which they joined, by joining the six 


time of the arrest the vessel was within the territorial limits of 


persons as co-defendants to the action by name. Then, if judg- 


Argentina. But there is ample authority in international| ment were obtained against them, execution might issue 
law for the proposition that the jurisdiction of a State against any property owned by them in common or against the 
over those on board its vessels is not affected though they | property of any one or more of the individuals. Where, instead of 
may be in ports or rivers belonging to another nation. Under | six, we find the trade union consisting of six thousand or sixty 
the English law, the captain of a vessel might, at the risk of an | thousand persons, it becomes impossible to take this course ; but 
action for false imprisonment, arrest anyone on board his vessel | the difficulty arises, not from any reasons of law, but from the 
on suspicion of his having committed a felony, but we have | practical difficulty of serving so many iadividuals or even of 
been unable to find any case in England in which the prisoner | obtaining their names. Long before the Zaf' Vale case was 
had been arrested under circumstances similar to those which we decided, it was a rule of equity, which became a general rule 0 
have stated. In the case of Faanz Miitxze, tried in England | procedure formulated in ord. 16, r. 9, that where numerous 
for the murder of Mr. Buicos, the captain of The Victoria, a persons have the same interest in one cause, one or more of sue 





British vessel in which Mi‘tizr proceeded to the United States, | persons may sue or be sued, or may be authorized to defend 
was not asked to detain and bring him back, but on the arrival | on behalf of all persons so interested. Hence, it appears 


of the vessel in New York Mituzn was arrested by the 


American police, and proceedings were taken for his extradition. be 





that, Be from the Trade Union Acts, a union ; 


in tort, a few of its members being * 
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to defend the action on behalf of the whole body. Now, 
before the Act of 1871, a trade union was an illegal body, and, 
therefore, could sue neither in contract nor tort, nor be sued in 
contract. But it could be sued in tort. To sue a union in tort 
was, however, almost impossible practically, from the great 
number of the members, and the equitable rule of suing repre- 
sentatives is of only comparatively recent application to common 
law actions. An idea therefore grew up, founded upon the 
long-continued non-appearance of trade unions as arties 
to actions, that they could not be parties at all. It 
appears, however, on careful examination, that this 
idea was wrong, and that, apart from the Acts applying 
to trade unions, they may be sued in tort under exist- 
ing procedure. The Trade Union Acts, however,~gave the 
uvions a legal existence, and it appears to be the law, in the 
opinion of the House of Lords, that they may sue or be sued in 
contract or in tort, except where forbidden by the Acts. The 
actual point, however, decided by the House of Lords was that 
a union may be sued in tort in its registered name. This seems 
to amount to a decision on a question of procedure only. There- 
fore, important and far-reaching as the Taff Vale decision was, it 
made no change in the law. It merely cleared up a misconcep- 
tion as to procedure. 


Registration Under the Money-lenders Act, 1900. 


Accorpine to the decision of Buoxzery, J., in Victorian Dayles- 
ford Syndicate v. Dott (54 W. R. 231; 1905, 2 Ch. D. 622), 
the failure of a money-lender to register himself under the 
Money-lenders Act, 1900, carries with it the consequence that any 
contract into which he enters as a money-lender is void, and he 
cannot sue upon it. Section 2 (1) of the Act provides that a 
money-lender, as defined by the Act, shall register himself as a 
money-lender under his own or his usual trade name, with the 
address or addresses at which he carries on his business of money- 
lender, and shall carry on the money-lending business in his 
registered name; and sub-clause (c) provides that he ‘shall 
not enter into any agreement in the course of his 
business as a money-lender with respect to the advance 
and repayment of money, or take any security for money 
in the course of his business as a money-lender, other- 
wise than in his registered name.” For failure to comply with 
any of the requirements of the section he is liable to the 
penalties specified in sub-section 2, but a prosecution for failing 
toregister himself as a money-lender is not to be instituted 
except with the congent of a law officer. In the present case 
the defendant was an unregistered money-lender and the plain- 
tiffs had borrowed money upon terms which they alleged were 
harsh and unconscionable, They claimed that the contract was 
void on the ground of the defendant’s rfon-registration, and 
altenatively they claimed relief under the Act. In the 
view of Bucxizy, J., a contract of money-lending by an 
untegistered money-lender is prohibited by the Act and is 
thus rendered illegal. He referred to the distinction 
between penalties imposed for the protection of the 
revenue, and penalties which are imposed for the protection of 
the public. here the penalties are of the latter class, then the 
act is impliedly prohibited by the statute which imposes the 
penalties, and is illegal. Of this nature, of course, are the 
penalties specified in the Money-lenders Act, which was passed 
solely for the protection of the public, The money-lender, said 
the learned judge, has to be registered, and has to trade in his 
registered name, obviously and notoriously for the protection of 
those who deal with him. Hence, in the present case the contract 
with the defendant was an illegal one, and his counterclaim, in 
which he claimed the payments provided for in it, was dismissed. 


The Money-lenders Act, 1900. 

THE RECENT cases of Carringtons (Limited) v. Smith (1906, 
1K. B. 79), before Osannent, J., and Part vy. Bond (Times, Ind 
inst.), in the Court of Appeal, illustrate the circumstances under 
Which the court will refuse, or will grant, relief to a borrower 
under the provisions of the Money-lenders Act, 1900, The Act 
allows of the transaction being re-opened where “there is 
evidence which satisfies the court that the interest charged in 
respect of the sum actually lent is excessive, or that the amounts 
paid for expenses . . . are excessive, and that, in either case, the 








transaction is harsh and unconscionable, or is otherwise such that 
a court of equity would give relief”; and the debtor may be 
relieved from payment of any sum ‘‘in excess of the sum 
adjudged by the court to be fairly due in respect of such 
principal, interest, and charges as the court, having regard to 
the risk and all the circumstances, may adjudge to be 
reasonable.” Upon reading the enactment it appears that 
the court must be satisfied (1) that the rate of interest or the 
expenses are excessive; and (2) that the transaction is harsh 
and unconscionable; and that, in coming to a decision upon 
these points, it must have regard to the risk and all the circum- 
stances of the case. What is meant by ‘‘ excessive ’’ interest is 
not, as CHANNELL, J., observed in the former of the above two 
cases, easy to say, for “ excessive” is a relative word. There is 
no limitation on interest as such. It is only when regard is had 
to the risk that it can be said whether the rate is excessive ; but 
even if it is excessive, it does not follow that the transaction is 
harsh and unconscionable, although it has been suggested 
that interest may be so excessive as to show that the transaction 
is of this nature. Hence the court has to deal with the two 
points of excessive interest and of the harshness of the 
bargain, and to decide upon each, having regard to the risk and 
to all the circumstances of the case. In Carringtons v. Smith 
the interest was high—some 75 per cent. per annum—but the 
borrower gave no security, only informing the lenders as to his 
financial position, and he fully understood the transaction. 
CnannELL, J., held that, under the circumstances, the interest 
was not excessive, and this was sufficient for the decision ; 
though he also held that the transaction was not harsh aad 
unconscionable. In Part v. Bond the circumstances were very 
different. The borrower was a lady who could give security on 
which, so it was held, she ought to have got money at 5 per 
cent. She was negotiating for a loan through her solicitors, 
but, by the intervention of a person who looked for a commission 
in the matter, she went to a money-lender and agreed to pay a 
sum for interest which worked out at 45 per cent. Since there 
was no risk, this was excessive, and the Court of Appeal further 
held that the circumstances made the transaction harsh and 
unconscionable. Hence the judgment of Joycs, J., which 
allowed the lender only 10 per cent., was affirmed. 


Liability for Negligence of Traction Engine Driver, 

THE RECENT decision of a Divisional Court in Dewar v. Tasker 
is one which we do not believe will be aaa accepted by the 
profession as correct. It is one of a of cases which have 
given the courts much trouble, and on which the reported cases 
are extremely difficult to reconcile with one another. The 
defendants were the owners of a traction engine which they let 
out toa company. The defendants supplied with the engine a 
man to drive it, who had to keep the engine in repair, and who 
was paid by the defendants, but who had to carry such loads 
as were ordered by the hirers and to go wherever directed 
by the hirers. The action was for personal injuries caused 
by the negligence of the driver whilst driving the engine 
on the business of the hirers. The county court judge held that 
the defendants were responsible for the driver’s negligence ; but 
the Divisional Court has overruled his decision. The cases on 
the subject were considered by Lord Russgut, C.J., in Jones v. 
Scullard (1898, 2 Q. B. 565). Most of them turn on the 
liability of the hirer or owner of carriages and horses let out by 
livery stable keepers. Having reviewed the cases, the Lord 
Chief Justice said: ‘‘The principle to be extracted from the 
cases is that, if the hirer simply applies to the livery 
stable keeper to drive him between certain points or for a certain 
time, and the latter supplies all necessary for that purpose, the 
hirer is in no sense responsible for any negligence on the part 
of the driver. But it seems to me to be altogether a different 
case where the brougham, the horse, the harness, and the livery 
are the property of the person hiring the services of the driver.” 
In that case the defendant kept his carriage, horse, and harness 
at the livery stable keeper's, and the latter supplied vp Saye driver, 
and when the accident happened, the defendant was in the carriage. 
In such a case, it is submitted, it does not matter who supplies 
t question who Se ceelies 
e of the party who supplies 
C) i especially in his mind. If 


the carriage, but it is an im 
horse; and when the jud 
all necessary,” he had 
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the servant only is supplied, he seems to become for the time 
being the servant of the hirer, who has the right to order, not 
only where and when he is to drive, but how fast and how slow 
and how far. If, on the other hand, the hirer is not the owner 
of the horse, although he has the right to order the driver where 
and when to drive, he is restricted in his right of controlling 
the manner of the driving. Thus, the driver might say that the 
horse had done so much that he would not drive him faster ; and 
in a proper case, he would be justified, in the interests 
of his master, the owner, in refusing to overwork the horse. 
The case of the traction engine seems to be similar to that of 
hiring the horse and driver. The driver of the engine must go 
where he is told and carry what he is told by the hirer. But as 
to the manner of his driving, he is answerable to the owner. 
The owner selected him, and is responsible for his choice of a 
man with sufficient skill to keep the machine in repair and to 
work it properly. If he, by his negligence, allowed the boiler 
to burst and caused damage, his negligence would clearly be 
in respect to a matter which the hirer did not control, 
and for which, it is submitted, the owner alone could 
be responsible. Similarly, if, in drawing a load from place to 
place under the orders of the hirer, he manages the engine so 





| under section 7 (2) of that Act “on a day prior to the 18th gf 
' February in each year.”’ The sixth of those regulations preserihg 
| that the commissioners of the Treasury are to cause the list of 
| drawn numbers “to be published in the London Gazette not later 
| than the 18th of February, with an intimation that the corre. 
| sponding Exchequer Bonds will be paid off at par on the 18thof 
| April following.” Some interval mast, of course, elapse betwoog 

the drawings aud the publication of the result, and nearly a week 
, elapsed between the 1906 drawing and the official announcement 
/of it. Buyers who have purchased drawn bonds between the 
| two dates are contending that a bond is not drawn until it has 
| been officially announced as drawn, but we know of no rule of 
| law, and can find no rule of the Stock Exchange, which would 
have this effect. 


| Proof of Agency on the Trial of Election Petitions, 


THE JUDGES appointed to try election petitions are not likely to 
remain long unemployed, as several petitions have already been 
presented and counsel retained on behalf of the petitioners. As 
|is usual in these cases, questions on the law of agency as applic. 
able to Parliamentary candidates will be vigorously debated, 
| Lord Brampron, when at the bar, was told that one of the 





negligently as to collide with some person, his negligence | election judges had decided that proof of authority to canvass on 
appears to be in respect of something which is not controlled by | behalf of a candidate was enough to make the candidate liable for 





the hirer. In these cases the driver is undoubtedly, in a sense, 
the servant of two different masters. The true test, as to which 


master is liable for his negligence, seems to be whether the act | few seats would be kept. 


of negligence was in respect of a matter in which he was under 
the control of the one or the other. The reported cases are | 
contradictory, and it is to be hoped that the Court of Appeal 
may soon endeavour to lay down some intelligible rules for | 
answering a question which often occurs. 


an act of bribery on the part of the canvasser. Mr. Hawxiys 
thereupon said that, if that ruling were generally adopted, very 
We venture to think that this view of 
the case was rather uncharitable. 


Action Against Municipal Corporation for Supply- 
ing Impure Water to Consumers. 
WE UNDERSTAND that the long list of actions against the 


Corporation of Lincoln, for supplying impure water to the con- 


Power Enabling Defendant to Apply for Summary 
Judgment in Actions upon Illegal Contracts. 


THe supGmMentT of the Court of Appeal in Hermann vy. 
Charlesworth (1905, 2 Q. B. 123) has established that a contract | 
for reward to introduce another to persons of the opposite sex, | 
with a view to marriage with one of those persons, is a | 
marriage brokage contract and illegal. The statute law has 
also enacted that money alleged to be won under a wagering 
contract shall not be recovered. Nothing can be clearer | 
than this enactment, but actions continue to be brought though | 
it is quite clear that the defendant, who has pleaded the Gaming | 
Act, is entitled to succeed. These actions may reasonably be 
considered to be brought with the object of coercing the defend- 
ant into a settlement. The court may sustain his objection to | 
the legality of the transaction, but the world is informed through | 
the newspapers that, having entered into a bargain, he is | 
ready to slip out of it by a technical objection. In the 
same manner we have just read the report of a trial in the | 
Clerkenwell County Court; the proprietor of a matrimonial 
journal bringing his action to recover money for services 
rendered in providing the plaintiff with a husband. There 
could be no doubt as to the law, and judgment was given 
against the plaintiff, but he had the satisfaction of bringing the 
defendant into court and of getting her letters published 
in the newspapers. We have heard some persons express 
sympathy with actions like these, and say that a suitor has 
a right, even in a hopeless case, of making use of the courts for 
the purpose of shewing that he can only be defeated by an 
objection which ought not to be made. We are so far from 
agreeing with this view as to think that a power analogous to 
that in order 14, and enabling the defendant, after appearance, to 
apply for leave to sign judgment on the ground (amongst others) | 
that the action is founded upon an illegal contract, would be a 
useful addition to the procedure of our courts. This power, if 
duly exercised, would prevent the time of the court from being 
wasted by taking the evidence in actions which rest upon no 
legal foundation, 








Drawings of Exchequer Bonds. 

A curious question has arisen on the Stock Exchange in con- 
nection with the drawings of the redeemable Exchequer Bonds 
issued under section 7 (1) of the Finance Act, 1905, and drawn 
for redemption at par, in accordance with Treasury regulations, 





| between the parties. 
| the liability of municipal corporations must, therefore, for the 





sumers, has been withdrawn, a settlement having been arranged 
Questions of some interest with regard to 


preseat remain undecided. 








Assent or Conveyance by Legal 
Personal Representative to Heir 
or Devisee of Real Estate. 


Tue practice with regard to the usual form of an assent or con- 
veyance by the legal personal representative appears to be not 
clearly settled ; and if the assent or conveyance is made subject 
to ‘“‘ a charge for the payment of any money which the personal 
representative is liable to pay” (to use the words of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, s. 3 (1) ), the effect of such charge is not 
quite ascertained. 

The first question is whether the words of charging ought to 
be inserted in the conveyance or assent as a matter of course. It 
is sometimes considered that personal representatives ought to 
make a rule of not assenting to a devise, or conveying real 
estate to the heirs or devisee, without protecting themselves by 
taking a charge. If this were so, the beneficial successor to 
real estate would be at a disadvantage compared with 
those who take beneficial interests in the personal estate: 
for the latter are entitled to an assent and transfer 
of their legacies or shares in due course without any 
condition of charge. But under the terms of section 2 the rules 
relating to personal estate are to be in general applied and 
followed, and section 2, sub-section 1, says expressly that, 
subject to the powers, rights, duties, and liabilities referred to, 
the persons beneficially entitled shall haye the same power of 
requiring a transfer of real estate as persons beneficially entitled 
to personal estate have of requiring a transfer of it. It will be 
right to interpret section 3 (1) and (2) by the light of the 
general principles enunciated in section 2; and it is submitted 
that, so interpreted, section 3 does not enable a personal repre- 
sentative to withhold an usconditional assent or transfer as 
real estate in any state of circumstances which would entitle 4 
specific legatee to receive his legacy. 

It was in early times the practice to reqiire all legatees to 
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ive to the executor security to refund if necessary for the pur- 
of meeting any unsatisfied debts, This practice has been 
long discontinued, the executor being allowed, after, and notwith- 
standing, assent and payment, to recover from legatees for the 
urpose of discharging debts arising after the date of the assent 
in respect of which he may not be protected by law: Whittaker 
y. Kershaw (39 W. R. 22, 45 Cb. D. 320). We agree with the 
yiew of Messrs. Brickpate and Suexpon, that the personal 
representative ought, under section 2, sub-section 2, of the 
Act of 1897 to have a similar right of indemnity against a devisee 
ofJand, or heir-at-law. 

Any expedient by which the beneficiary may get the legal 
estate in land vested in him with as little delay as possible may 
obviously often meet the convenience of the owner. The power to 
give an assent before the debts are paid may also be con- 
venient in several ways to the executor. It frees him 
from liabilities in respect of the land,- which would include 
as well personal liability to pay certain possible charges 
on the land, as also his duties to the beneficiary inci- 
dental to the trusteeship imposed upon him by section 2 (1). 
For these reasons the enactment which enables the personal 
representative to transfer the legal estate before he has paid all 
daims, with a condition or charge under which he can still 
resort to it if necessary for debts, has a very apparent 
usefulness. But the tecessity of any charge in his favour 
seems to disappear as soon as he has paid all claims of 
which he has notice, having issued proper advertisements. 
Kexewicu, J., in Re Cary and Lott (49 W. R. 581; 1901, 
2:0h. 463), applying section 29 of Lord St. Leonards’ Act 
to the real estate vested in the legal representative, held that, 
when under that enactment the executor was at liberty to 
distribute the assets without liability to any person for the assets 
so distributed, there then remained no money which he was 
liable to pay within the meaning of section 3, sub-section 1 ; 
and the charge, extending only to money for which he was so 
liable, could be disregarded. There was no suggestion there of 
claims other than actual debts, but if in any case the personal 
representative, though all actual debts have been discharged, 
has notice of contingent claims out of which debts may there- 
after arise, he is protected in respect of the latter by the right 
of indemnity referred to above. The possible existence of 
daims of this kind is seldom an obstacle to the distribution of 
the personal estate; and there is no reason in the nature 
of real estate why it should be treated differently, or a special 
restriction be imposed upon its beneficial enjoyment by the devisee 
or heir. In the exceptional case of there being future or 
contingent claims of a serious character which the real estate, or 
property specifically bequeathed, might be required to answer, 
the personal representative would propéfly resort for his 
protection to the court. 

Comparing the terms of the first and second sub-sections of 
section 3, the creation of a charge in connection with the 
conveyance or assent seems to be designed as a mode of 
enabling the personal representative to relieve himself from the 
burden of holding the real estate throughout the period of 
administration; and not as interfering with his duty to clear the 
debts in a reasonable time, and, having done so, to transfer the 
property to the beneficiary. This duty is imposed upon him by 
section 2. Having regard to that section, and sub-section 2 of 
section 3, it seems reasonably clear that the representative has 
ho right to impose or continue such a charge at a time or under 
circumstances when in the case of personal estate the beneficia: ies 
would be entitled to payment or delivery. 

It is sometimes supposed that if real estate has been conveyed 
toa beneficiary subject to a general charge in the words of the 
Act, the beneficiary can sell free from the charge, on the ground 
that otherwise the purchaser from him would have to see to the 
payment of the debts generally—that is, to the administration 
of the estate. There appears to be a fallacy in this view. 


The charge contemplated by section 3 is not necessarily’ a | in view of the present size of the ) 
Mr. Justice Kexewion, in Re | affect its value as a statement of the history and present state of 


rge in favour of the creditors. 








there is nothing in that Act to create a right in creditors to 
follow them.” Messrs. Brickpatze and Saenpon, in their 
excellent note to the section, assume that the charge 
intended by the statute is a charge in favour of the personal 
representative. It is apprehended that this must be so, and 
it follows that the owner, after getting the assent or convey- 
ance subject to such charge, can get rid of the charge in either 
one of two ways—through a release by the personal repre- 
sentative, or by shewing that the moneys charged have been 
satisfied. The latter course was taken in Re Cary and Lott, the 
judgment in which is based on the admitted fact that there 
remained unpaid no debt for payment of which the executors 
were liable. We apprehend that where such facts are not 
shewn, the devisee or heir will have to procure a discharge or 
release of the charge from the personal representative, and 
cannot make a title to a purchaser without such release. 

Section 3, sub-section 2, empowers the court, if it thinks fit, 
after the expiration of a year from the death, to order a con- 
veyance to be made. ‘The conveyance here referred to is 
perhaps a conveyance without any such charge as was 
mentioned in sub-section 1; or if there has previously been 
an assent or conveyance containing such a charge, then an 
assurance releasing it. As a specific legacy ought to be 
delivered at the end of the year if not required for debts (Morley 
v. Bird, 3 Ves. 632), so the legal personal representative is 
presumably able to ascertain within the twelve months whether 
real estate can go to the beneficiary or not. 

The true explanation of the charging power we believe to be 
that it is merely a contrivance to enable land to be vested in 
beneficiaries as soon after the death as possible, without inter- 
fering with the personal representative's right to a reasonable 
time, as a year, for getting in the general assets and paying the 
debts. By the law of administration of personal estate the 
beneficiaries’ title required assent, and assent could not be given 
subject to a condition’ to be subsequently performed. As it is 
said in Wentworth on the Office of an Executor, ‘‘ the executor 
by his assent cannot make that legacy conditional which the 
testator gave absolutely.” So that, but for this statutory power 
to create a charge, a personal representative could not safely 
transfer the legal estate in land to the beneficiary until the 
administration is completed. When, however, the time has 
arrived at which the administrator or executor ought to 
distribute the personal assets, we apprehend he ought also to 
transfer the real estate free from any charge. 








The Trade Disputes Report. 
I. 


Tue Report of the Royal Commission on Trade Disputes and 
Trade Combinations, which has been issued this week, is an im- 
portant contribution to the discussion of this difficult branch of 
the law. The commission was appointed in 1903, and consisted 
of Mr. Anprew Granam Murray, the Lord Justice General, 
then Lord Advocate, who appears in the signatures to the report 
by the less familiar title of Lord Dunepriy, Sir W. T. Lewis, 
Bart., a leading colliery proprietor and mining engineer, Sir 
Goprrey Lusurineron, formerly Under-Secrétary at the Home 
Office, Mr. Antuur Conen, K.C., and Mr. Sipvey Wess, who 
is known as an authority on trade unionism. A large amount of 
evidence was given by representatives of employers and by 
persons who were experts in trade union law, including Mr. 
Askwitu, whose evidence the commissioners recommend as a 
clear and exhaustive summary of the whole case law on the 
matters in question; but the trade unions themselves stood aloof, 
for the reason that no one specially representing them had 
been appointed on the commission. This fact may very possibly 
detract ons the weight of the report in Parliament, especially 

a a Party; but it does not 


Cary and Lott, after pointing out that itis the conveyance, not the | the law, a value which is largely due to the presence on the 


Act of Parliament, which creates the charge referred to, and that 
itis optional with the executors whether they will require it or 
not, says: ‘‘ Real assets could not have been followed in the 


hands of a purchaser before the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and | gestions for the alteration of thelaw. Sir Goprary Lusunveron 


| 


commission of so eminent a lawyer as Mr. ConEn, 
A majority report is presented by Lord Dunxpry, Mr. Conen, 
and Mr. Wess, and this concludes with a series of nine sug- 
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presents a separate report, in which he differs from some of 
these suggestions; and a more pronounced dissent is displayed 
in the report presented by Sir W. T. Lewis. The majority report 
divides the main subject of the inquiry into three branches—(a) 
The liability of trade union funds to be taken in execution for the 
wrongful acts of agents of the union ; (B) the statute law relating 
to picketing and other incidents of strikes; and (c) the law 
of conspiracy as affecting trade unions. Branch A includes a 
discussion of the state of the law which resulted in the decision 
in the Zaff Vale Railway case (50 W. R. 44; 1901, A. OC. 426). It 
is pointed out that the question of the liability of trade unions 
to be sued in tort was not considered when the Trade Union Act, 
1871, was passed, for the reason that an action against a trade 
union for tort was not then practicable. It must have been a 
common law action in which the whole of the members of the 
union would have had to be joined, inasmuch as actions against 
representative defendants were not then allowed at common law. 
The original object of the statute wasto procure protection fortrade 
union funds against embezzlement, for, since trade unions, being 
in restraint of trade, were unlawful associations, this protection 
was denied them. To the extent specified in the statute trade 
unions were legalized, and they thus became competent as prose- 
cutors or plaintiffs ; but the possibility of their being made defen- 
dants does not appear to have been considered. In fact, however, 
this possibility resulted from the status which the Act of 1871 
bestowed upon registered trade unions, and it resulted 
also, as to all trade unions, registered and unregistered, 
from the assimilation of the procedure at law to the pro- 
cedure at equity which followed upon the Judicature Acts. 
Neither of these results, however, was clearly seen till the Zaf 
Vale case. It was the judgment of Farwett, J., in that case 
which shewed that the Legislature, in allowing trade unions to 
register and in investing them with rights as to the benefit of 
property, had also made them liable to be sued in their regis- 
tered name in tort; while in the House of Lords Lords 
MacnacurTen and Linpizy pointed out that under R. 8S. C., ord. 
16, r. 9, as interpreted in Duke of Bedford v. Ellis (1901, A C. 1), 
some of the members of the trade union could be sued on behalf 
of themselves and the other members. The conclusion drawn in 
the majority report is as follows: ‘‘In short, it turns out 
that the notion of a trade union having been intended 
to be specially exempted from actions of tort is a mere 
misconception resting on no other ground than long prac- 
tical immunity, which was simply the result of defects in general 
legal procedure that have now been remedied on general con- 
siderations of equity quite irrespective of trade unions and trade 
union law. And the Zaff Vale case shews that, even if the rules 
of general legal procedure were not available in the case of 
trade unions, nevertheless under the Act of 1871 registered trade 
unions would be liable to be sued in tort.” 

And the report refuses to allow that trade unions are entitled 
to any special exemption from liability for tort. ‘‘That vast 
and powerful institutions,” it is said, ‘‘ should be permanently 
licensed to apply the funds they possess to do wrong to others, 
and by that wrong inflict upon them damage, perhaps to the 
amount of many thousand pounds, and yet not be liable 
to make redress out of those funds, would be a state of 
things opposed to the very idea of law and order and justice.” 
At the same time the liability of the trade union must in the 
nature of things depend upon the acts of agents—in general the 
acts of the executive of a local branch—and it is recommended 
that means should be furnished whereby the central authorities 
of a union might protect themselves against unauthorized and 
immediately disavowed actions of branch agents. Moreover, the 
report recognizes that the funds of a trade union are divisible into 
funds held for militant, and funds held for benevolent, purposes. 
en ag a these funds under the law as it at present stands 
would, it is said, require a very elaborate scheme of trust, and it 
is suggested that such separation should be made easier by 
statutory enactment, but the majority are not agreed as to 
whether the immunity should extend to the out-of-work funds, 
Lord Duwxpis and Mr. Congn being opposed to the extension, 
and Mr. Weze being in ite favour. 

Branch B of the majority report deals with the statute law 


= 
v. Wilkins (47 W. R. 291; 1899, 1 Ch. 255), and that in tuy 
was founded upon section 7 of the Conspiracy and Protection of 
Property Act, 1875. This section makes it an offence if 
persop, with a view to compel any other person to abstain from 
doing or to do any act which such other person has a legal ri 
to do or abstain from doing, (inter alia) watches or besets the 
house or business premises of such other person; but it is pr. 
vided that attending at or near such house or premises in onder 
merely to obtain or communicate information shall not be deemed 
a watching or besetting within the meaning of the section, I 
has been claimed that the section does not exclude watehj 
and besetting for the purpose of peaceable persuasion, but the 
only exception is in favour of obtaining or communicating infor. 
mation, and in Lyons v. Wilkins the Court of Appeal refused to 
allow that ‘‘ peaceable persuasion ’’ was any excuse for conduct 
which was made an offence by the statute and which was also g 
nuisance. Thereport, however, recognizes that some modifica. 
tion should be made in the law so as not to exclude resort to 
peaceable persuasion. All the witnesses, it is said, ‘‘ admitted that 
the real vice of picketing consisted in illegal intimidation—that 
is to say, in producing in the mind of a person apprehension 
that violence might be used to him or his wife or family, or 
damage be done to his property. On the other hand, “the 
consideration that the right to strike, when not accompanied by 
breach of contract, tort, or crime, is legal, and indeed is con- 
ceded by nearly all employers to be within the rights of work- 
men, carries with it, in our judgment as a corollary, the right to 
persuade others to do the same.” The majority, therefore, 
think that this right could be ree, and at the same 
time the oppressive action of picketing struck at, if the 
watching-besetting clause with its proviso were struck out, 
and instead another sub-section (which would also supersede 
sub-section 1) inserted which would make it an offence if any 
person “acts in such a manner as to cause a reasonable appre- 
hension in the mind of any person that violence will be used to 
him or his wife or family, or damage be done to his property.” 
The third branch of the report deals with the law of con- 
spiracy, a subject which, it is truly said, is peculiarly intricate. 
We cannot in the present article exhaust the points under this 
head to which attention should be called. The matter has been 
dealt with by the commissioners very fully. A separate memo- 
randum on the civil action of conspiracy by Mr. Conen is 
appended, in which the other commissioners, except Sir W. T. 
Lewis, concur, and an elaborate account of the history of the 
law of conspiracy is given by Sir Goprrey Lusutnaroy, 
with which Mr. Conzn and Mr. Wess express their 
agreement. It must be sufficient for the present to state 
the conclusions on this head arrived at in the majority report. 
It is pointed out that in 1875 it was considered that the common 
law relating to criminal conspiracies was in many respects vague 
and uncertain, and that workmen were justified in demanding 
that the law as to their liability in connection with strikes 
and disputes should be made clear, precise, and definite. It 
was accordingly enacted, by section 3 of the Oonspiracy and 
Protection of Property Act of that year, as follows: “An 
agreement or combination by two or more persons 1 
do or procure to be done any act in contemplation or 
furtherance of a trade dispute between employers and work- 
men shall not be indictable as a conspiracy if such act 
committed by one person would not be punishable as a crime. 
But this enactment did not touch the civil action for conspiracy, 
the importance of which has been brought to the front by the 
Taff Vale case and Quinn v. Leathem (50 W. R. 139 ; 1901, A. 0. 
495). The former revealed the possible liability of trade union 
funds, the latter suggested that such liability may follow on 4 
strike. The danger to trade unions, says the report, consists, 
not so much in the judgment of Quinn v. Leathem, as in the 
possible expansion of the judgment by the application of the 
dicta of certain’of the law lords who took part in it. In Quinn 
v. Leathem there was the element of procuring to break 4 con 
tract—that is, an element of admitted illegality. ‘‘ But the dict 
of Quinn v. Leathem shew clearly that there might be an action 
of damages based on any conspiracy to injure or 
do harm, and it is obvious the very essence of a strike is m 








relating to picketing. ‘This is a matter which has been brought | one sense injury to those against whom it is di 





into prominence by the decision of the Court of Appeal in Lyons Thus procuring to strike might by the law of Quinn v. Leathem, 






Tur I. 
TION, 
Calla 
This 

import: 

States, 

to the 

beyond 
to be ¢ 
to be fc 
but in 
enact 
legisla 
this we 
The 
of whi 
this co 
do not 
courts 
that tl 
decisic 
Brituit 
them s 
of the 
within 
suited 
suppl 
et 
intercc 
80 Con! 
hand t 
variou 
The 
“ trad 
means 
not of 


respec 















g infor. 
fused to 
conduet 
3 also g 
10difica- 
esort to 
ited that 
n—that 
hension 
nily, or 
L “the 
nied by 
is con- 
work- 
ight to 
srefore, 
same 
if the 
c out, 
ersede 
if any 
appre- 
ised to 
erty.” 
f con- 
ricate. 
r this 
been 
nemo- 
EN ig 
Y. & 
f the 
GION, 
their 
state 
port. 
amon 
ague 
ding 
rikes 
It 
aud 
‘6 An 
; to 
L or 
ork- 
act 
16,” 
acy, 
the 
. Gi 
nion 
na 
ists, 
the 
the 
nn 
on- 
iota 
‘ion 





Feb. 24, 1906. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL: 





(Vol. 50.] 269 _ 








eupled with that of Zaf Vale, involve trade union funds in 
liability, even where there had been no procuring to break 

isting contracts.” To avoid this result, the commissioners 
think that the civil liability for conspiracy should be dealt with 
in the same manner as the criminal liability was dealt with by 
the Act of 1875, and they suggest an enactment as follows: 
“That an agreement or combination by two or more persons to 
do or procure to be done any act in contemplation or furtherance 
of a trade dispute shall not be the ground of a civil action 
unless the agreement or combination is indictable as a 
conspiracy notwithstanding the terms of the Conspiracy and 
Protection of Property Act, 1875.” 

The majority of the commissioners further propose that the 
limited recognition of the legality of trade unions in the Trade 
Union Act of 1875 should be supplemented by a positive enact- 
ment that trade unions are lawful associations; and that, in 
accordance with the principles alleged to be recognized in Allen v. 
Flood (1898, A. C. 1), it should be expressly enacted that strikes 
are not illegal, and that persuading to strike, apart from breach of 
contract, is not illegal; and that no action lies against a person 
for the act of molesting another in his trade, business, or pro- 
fession, unless such act be in itself an actionable tort.. These 
matters form the first four of the nine recommendations which, 
as we have said, are summarized at the end of the -majority 
report. Recommendations 5 and 6 are those mentioned 
above under branch A ; number 8 has been mentioned under 
branch B, and number 9 under branch C. Recommendation 7 
proposes that power should be given to trade unions either 
to become incorporated, or to exclude the operation of section 4 
of the Trade Union Act, 1871, so as to enable unions to enter 
into enforceable agreements with other persons and their own 
members. Mr. Wexpp appends a note to the report in which he 
protests against the idee. that strikes and lock-outs represent the 
only method, or even a desirable method, by which to settle the 
conditions of employment, and he refers to the recent experi- 
ments of Australia and New Zealand in Conciliation Acts as 
pointing out a more excellent way. 


(To be continued.) 








Reviews. 
Trade Marks. 


Taz Law or TRADE Marks, TRADE NAMES, AND Unrair CoMPETI- 
TION, By JAMES Love Horkins. Srconp Epirion. Chicago: 
Callaghan & Co. 

This isan American work dealing with a subject of great and growing 
importance. The mass of decisions in all the courts of the United 
States, both State and Federal, many of which age here cited, testifies 
to the hold which it has gaiued upon the commercial community 
beyond the Atlantic, as it has nearer home. The same inference is 
to be drawn from the amount of legislation on the subject which is 
to be found, not only in the Federal Statute Book of the United States, 
but in those of almost all the States comprised in the union. These 
enactments, Federal and State, with tne corresponding Canadian 
aeration, make up the 450 pages which constitute the second half of 
this work. 

The first half of the book is in the nature of a treatise, the perusal 
of which seems to confirm the impression that the principles of law in 
this connection which are recognized and applied iu the United States 
do not materially differ in essentials from those admiuvistered in the 
courts of this country. The chief distinction is to be found in the fact 
that this American work is mainly based upon American statutes and 
decisions, instead of being primarily associated with those of Great 
Britain. A number of English decisions are indeed cited, but most of 
them seem now a little remote, and we bave looked in vain for several 
of the more important decisions of the English courts pronounced 
within the last ten or fifteen years, For this reason the book is bardly 
suited for ordinary use by an Eoglish lawyer, but it will be found to 
supply solutions of various problems which have not yet pre-euted 
themsel, es here in the same form, besides which the commercial 
intercourse between Great Britain and the United states has long been 
80 considerable that it is very couvenient, if not necessary, to have at 
band the means of ascertaining how the American courts regard the 
Various questions which are or may be submitted to them. 

The author has attempted (ut p. 11) to discriminate between a 
“trade wark ” and a ‘trade name” in a -way which we are by no 
means sure is in conformity with the views held here. But this is 


not of much consequence if the rules as to the rights enforceable with 
Fespect to these mat'ers are clearly pointed out, 


A more important 


matter in which the American — to diverge from the 
o 


English appears to be in the recognition of licences to use trade-marks 

(see p. 52). It would seem from the decisions referred to that such, 
icences are regarded as legitimate in the States. Here the principle 
has always been that a mark ceases to be distinctive when it is used. 
by several traders, and if a trade-mark owner by his own act brings 

this about by licensing the use of his mark, neither he nor his licensee 

can enforce the mark, which no longer indicates the make of a particu-. 
lar firm. The effect of combining trade-marks with patents and 

designs in the Act of 1883 led to the provision as to licensing in 

section 87 being apparently made applicable to trade marks, but this 

has entirely disappeared from the new Trade Marks Act of last year. 








Correspondence. 


The Public Trustee.—Solicitors’ Clients’ Moneys. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—The first paragraph of ‘‘ Current Topics” in your issue of the 
17th inst. suggests matters worthy of consideration by provinci 
members of the legal profession. 

All trustees are not solicitors ; indeed comparatively few solicitors 
are trustees. This notwithstanding, the present Lord Chancellor, and 
other legal gentlemen in the House of Commons last session, seemed 
to think that a Public Trustee Bill was necessary on account of the 
lamentable conduct displayed in some three or four cases of legal 
professional insolvency occurring in the South of England. 

“* Out of the frying-pan into the fire” is an old saying, and to the 
consideration of all persons interested in trust assets outside the 
legal profession I commend for c sideration the suggestion that the 
costs attendant upon the employment of a pubiic trustee will 
ultimately amount to far more per annum tan the losses arising 
through professional misconduct ; besides, the latter may be stopped, 
or at least minimized, whilst the former can but increase, and no 
public trustee, permissive or compulsory, will accept the responsibility 
of dealing with trust aesets except upon such data as are commonly 
required by the Chancery Division, and possibly at not much less cost. 
In short, the office of public trustee would in the natural course of 
things become the equivalent of a department of the Chancery 
Division. 

At the annual provincial meeting of the Law Society, held in Leeds 
in October last, I proposed two resolutions, and their fate, coupled 
with subsequent events, appears somewhat significant. 

The first resolution was as follows : 

“That it be a recommendation to the Council to take the 
matter of the safety of clients’ moneys into consideration, with 
the view of adopting some authoritative rule or regulation to 
which all members of the profession must conform for the 
satisfaction of the public.” 

This was suggested by the papers on ‘Solicitors’ Accounts” and 
“ Clients’s Money " of Mr. J. W. Budd and Mr. Wm. Godden, both of 
them, I believe, members of the Council of the Law Society. 

My second was as follows: 

‘‘That the Council of the Law Society be desired to offer an 
unflinching opposition to all Public Trustee Bills.” 

This was suggested by a paper on that subject read by Mr. W. P. 
Fullagar, of Bolton. ws 

The special feature of my first proposition was compulsion. I 
endeavoured to shew that there were four, or at the very least three, 
things which every professional man ought, and should be compelled, 
to do as a condition precedent to practising, just as he is compelled 
to take out his certificate. 

These four things are : (a) The keeping of a cash-book ; (5) a ledger ; 
(c) a separate banking account for clients’ moneys; and (¢) a half- 
yearly or quarterly audit by an independent charteréd accountant. I 
am not aware of any profession or business which, as a class, does as 
much as this. Although some people may, with apparently sufficient 
reason, be sceptical as to the necessity for the two tirst propositions, 
it was, I bel eve, Mr. Manisty who, as a member of the Disciplinary 
Committee of the Law Society, confirmed my view by stating the 
lamentable deficiency in cash-books and ledgers in cases coming before 
that commitcee. No properly conducted professional office of -_ 
size, in the larger towns at any rate, exists without the four things 
mention. They, at least, have nothing to fear from thet compulsion, 
which, indeed, all members of the profession will in due course of 
time, I feel sure, come to admit is quite as much to their own, as to 
their clients’ interests. 

At that annual meeting observations fell from the President justi- 
fying a suspicion that the Council of the Law Society had already 
committed themselves to a Public Trustee Bill of some kind, and that 
too, without, so far as I am aware, any consultation with the 
country law societies. 


” 





The country practitioners are vastly more in‘ereated in the subject 
. 
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than their brethren in London. It was not unnatural, therefore, that 
my second resolution should be, as indeed it was, rapidly hustled out 
of existence. 

I did not know at the time, but the local press the following day 
apprised me, that Mr. Budd had seconded my first resolution. But 
the luncheon hour intervened in the discussion. What took place 
during that interval I do not know, but subsequently Sir Albert 
Rollit proposed : 

‘« That this meeting refers the subject of solicitors’ accountancy 
to the Council, in consultation with the country law societies, for 
consideration, and such action as it may think best in the interest 
of the public and of the profession.” 

This was carried after the chairman had declared my resolution to 
have dropped for want of a seconder. 

If the spirit of my resolution had been adopted and the neceseary 
machinery added to the rules of the Law Society, there would be few 
solicitors in England who would fail to see the propriety, probably 
necessity, of being members. 

Now let us consider what has taken place since the annual meeting. 
We may be forgiven for assuming that the Council intended something 
by Sir Albert Rollit’s resolution. I have made inquiries, and cannot 
find that the country law societies have been either consulted, or even 
approached, with regard to that resolution; in fact, it appears to 
have found its destination in the waste-paper basket. 

I am informed that the Council consider that it is too late now to 
confer with the country law societies, but that they (the Council) are 
in conference with the Lord Chancellor with regard to a Public 
Trustee Bill. What they are doing, and what they intend to do, will, 
I presume, be kept a secret until it suits their convenience to allow 
the profession at large to know the position in which they are placing 
those;they represent. I have instituted inquiries in another direction, 
and cannot find that the Associated Provincial Law Societies, which 
professes to solely represent the country law societies, has done, or is 
doing, anything whatever with regard to the matter, aud I feel justi- 
fied, therefore, in suggesting that their leaders may be quietly wait- 
ing—as they did in the land transfer case—to put forward as their 
own creation some proposition which is at present in process of 
manufacture by the Law Society—i.e., hatch the egg laid for them by 
the cuckoo. I may, of course, be wrong. It can, however, be easily 
put right. If I am not wrong, then there is confirmation of the 
opinion formed by the Yorkshire Law Societies in 1897-8 that the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies is an institution more dangerous 
than useful to the legal provincial practitioner. It does not possess 
either president, vice-president, or treasurer. It holds its meetings 
in the offices of the Law Society in Chancery-lane. Its only officials 
are in close personal friendship and sympathy with the Council of the 
Law Society, and its greatest activity is shown when apparently the 
steam is turned on by that Council. 

Let us also consider the probable cou: se of the quietly moving stream 
as regards the more or less dim and distant future. Assume the appoint- 
ment of a permissive public trustee. We are entitled to speculate as 
to how long it will be before be drifts into a compulsory official and 
from a private person into a public office, which will require, and 
in due course of time obtain, a local habitation and a name. My 
pessimistic fear is that such habitation will be far greater in extent 
than either the land transfer office or the bankruptcy department. 
There are more testators leaving assets than owners of real estate or 
bankrupts. 

A public trustee, so long even as he is a mere machine for the custody 
of money, can do little towards diminishing, but can do something 
towards the increase of, the labours of the London profession. If 
and when country assets get into his hands, is it not possible that 
London agencies must of necessity obtain an increase in their 
provincial business at the expense of the provincials as well as of 
their clients’ Nay, is it not possible that country trust matters may 
ultimately almost entirely pass into the hands of the London profession, 
or at least to the larger provincial centres? In short, is there an 
objection, so far as London, Bristol, Birmingham, Liverpool, 
Manchester, Newcastle, and Leeds are concerned, to centralization ; 
and if the present bubbling source is allowed to swell into an 
irresistible river, can it be assumed that the Council of the Law 
Society will find it possible to do more than lift their hands in 
hopeless helplessness against an inexorable course of events, whilst 
the provincial law societies accept everything with calm resignation ? 

Leeds, Feb. 20, ARTHUR MIDDLETON, 


The Proposed Legal Committee in the House of 
Commons, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Bir,—It bas been said that “new occasions teach new duties.” I 
think that the new solicitor M.P.’s cannot employ some of their spare 














that crop up from time to time on which they are professionally wa atts on. the 
able to express their opinions in the House and to responsible Minister. of De 
New dangers have to be met with new weapons. Our new dan tal to th 
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increasing officialism, which is repugnant to English people, Solicitoy 
as a rule know most of the defects and shortcomings of officialigg 
Let the solicitor M.P.s in the House, then, by forming themselyg 
into a committee, provide ‘‘new weapons” to fight, if need be, 
threatened increase of officialism to the detriment of the publie, 
believe it is a fact that the Bankruptcy and Companies Winding 
Departments of the Board of Trade are a drain upon the taxpayer, 
With a solicitor President of the Board of Trade much n 
useful reform could be effected in this department if the = were 
USTITIA, 






































made. 
Feb. 21 














[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I think the suggestion made by Mr. Harvey Clifton in you 
columns last week is one which should have careful and full Conall 
tion. At first sight I was opposed to the idea, because I thought it 
an impossible one, but after full consideration I have come to the 
conclusion that such a committee could do real good work in quite an 
incidental way in the House, both for the public and for the © 
profession. 

I hope, therefore, that some step will be taken to secure the 

























































































formation of such a committee or group. DEFENSOR, 
Feb, 21. r= 
Cases of the Week. 
Court of Appeal. 
DARTFORD BREWERY CO. (LIM.) v. MOSELEY. No. 1. 16th Feb, 








Practice—Wnuirt or Possrssion—JvURIsDIcTION TO ORDER DrrenDanr 10 Pay 
Costs—*‘ Costs oF AND INcrDENT TO ALL Proceepincs IN Supreme Covrr” 
—Jupicature Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 44), s. 5. 

Appeal by the defendant from an order of A. T. Lawrence, J., at 
chambers. The question was whether a successful plaintiff who had 
obtained an order for possession of premises was entitled to the costs of 
the writ of possession. The defendant, A. J. Moseley, was formerly tenant 
of the ‘‘ Black Bull’”’ public-house at Clayford, Kent, of which the 
plaintiff company were the owners, The defendant got into arrears 
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with his rent, and the brewery took out a summons claiming 
possession of the premises, arrears of rent and mesne profits, 
The summons was taken out under order 14, and an order was 


obtained to sign judgment for possession with the costs of the I 





application, the claim for rent being allowed to stand over. Judgment Cmie—~B 
having been signed accordingly, a writ of possession was issued. The : 
plaintiffs then proceeded to issue a writ of fi. fa. for the costs, and took out 
an order asking that the costs of and incidental to the writ of possession This was a 
issued in pursuance of the judgment might be taxed and paid by the Kekewich, J 
defendant to the plaintiffs. ‘The master refused to make an order, but the an implied ec 
judge reversed his decision and made the order as asked for. It was con- not to preve' 
tended by the defendant’s counsel that there was no jurisdiction to make shares in the 
the order, for although ord. 42, r. 15 allowed expenses of execution for facts were a 
the recovery of a debt to be added in a case of ji. fa. there was no cortes- registered he 
ponding rule in order 47 which deals with the issuing of a writ of company. . 
possession. It was further submitted that section 5 of the Judicature Herts the ce 
Act, 1890, did not give jurisdiction, because a writ of possession duly execute 
was not a proceeding instituted in the Supreme Court, and these shares 
Re Long (20 Q. B. D. 316), Marguis of Salisbury v. Ray (8 wrote to th 
©. B. N. 8S. 393), and Re Fisher (1894, 1 Ch. 450) were referred shares, I am 
to. For the plaintiffs it was said that section 5 of the Judicature Act, thi 
1890, gave jurisdiction, that the reason why no provision was made to be able to 
recover costs from the defendant under order 47, which dealt with writs of ome 14th 
possession, was that the object of a writ of possession was to give - plaintit 
plaintiff a right to take property which was his own, and a sheri could said shi 
not deal with it, therefore, for the benefit of the plaintiff, whereas in a levy a ae 
for debt the sheriff seized the defendant’s goods from the proceeds of the defende 
sale of which the plaintiff was to be paid that which was due to him under informed tl 
his judgment. aad Ponkia 
Vavonan Witiams, L J., said it would be desirable first to deal with 
the proceedings in this case prior to the order being made which was now sthing 
appealed against. Ly a writ of summons issued on the 21st of November, tif’ sum oO 
1905, the brewery company claimed possession of these licensed premises, vith keg 
rent due and mesne profits, the defendant then being in possession of the suc 
premises as tenant although the term of his lease had expired, The plaintifis oe! 
were entitled under order 14, which now applied to an action by a land —. 
against a tenant to recover possession of premiges where the tenancy rs ay 
expired, to make an application for summary judgment. On the 15th of khong 
should be at liberty to ba 


December an order was made that the plaintiffs pe 
sign final judgment for possession as set out in the indorsement of 
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time in the House better than by special attention to various matters 


writ of summons, with costs of the application. The claim for rent was defendant } 
ordered to stand over. On the day following final i ment was & femal 
By that judgment, after reciting that the plaintiffs had obtained the order 
just mentioned, it was adjudged that the plaintiffs should ~~ Company, 
possession of the premises and the costs of the application. Up to om 
time no mention had been made as to any costs of a writ of pease a 

which they were told amounted to between £9 and £10—obtained by gegen 
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son the 20th of December. The plaintiffs therefore applied, on 
, 9%th.of December at chambers, for an order that the costs of and 
“dental to this writ should be taxed, and paid them by the defendant. 
he judge made that order. It was now argued that there was 
; jurisdiction. Looking into the question, which was a novel one, 
should have been inclined to have accepted the learned counsel’s 
ntention for the defendant, which clearly was in accordance with 
slaw prior to the passing of the Judicature Acts, and indeed as 
je as the year 1890. He had examined the forms applicable to such 
case, and had also referred to Watson on Sheriffs, which was a book of 
meat authority on these matters, for these all shewed that there was 
omerly no jurisdiction to make such an order. But in 1890 the 
adicature Act of that year, by section 5, in his opinion, gave jurisdiction. 
¢ directed that ‘the costs of and incident to all proceedings in the 
Ropreme Court . shall be in the discreticn of the court or judge, 
od the court or judge shall have full power to determine by whom and 


» what extent such costs are to be paid.’’ The only question, therefore, | 


whether this was an enabling section that gave jurisdiction to make 
, order for the payment of costs, which could not have been ordered 
fore, or was merely passed to regulate the exercise of existing juris- 
‘ition, But Stirling, L.J., during the argument, had called attention to 
ha case of in Re Fisher (1894, 1 Ch. 450), where Lindley, L.J., after 
mentioning the unfortunate state in which the law had been with 
ward to the costs of the payment out of court of money which 
hed been paid in under the Lands Clauses Acts, in cases where 
the applicant, who was absolutely entitled to the fund in court, did not 
jesire to have the money re-invested in land, and the attempt to get over 
the difficulty made in Ex parte Mercers’ Company (10 Ch. D. 481), eaid : 
“However, in Re Mills’ Estate (34 Ch. D. 24) that case was not followed, 
nd the reason why it was not followed was that the court held that no 
jurisdiction was conferred upon it by the rules to order the payment of 
the costs in cases where before the Judicature Act it would have had no 
power todo so. That difficulty was felt to be one that ought to be got 
rid of by legislation, and section 5 of the Judicature Act, 1890, was passed 
for the purpose, among other things, of getting rid of what was admitted 
tobe an unjust anomaly.”” That was an authority for holding that this 
section was intended to confer a new jurisdiction to order costs not existing 
before, and therefore if it was applicable to the present case the order 
appealed from was rightly made. It had been argued that the section 
only applied to the costs of and incident to all proceedings in the Supreme 
Court, and that a writ of possession was not a proceeding in the Supreme 
Court, He did not accept that contention, and therefore this was a matter 
to which section 5 applied, and the judge, under the power conferred by 
that section, had jurisdiction to make the order appealed from. The 
appeal would therefore be dismissed with costs. 
rune, L.J., concurred.—Counset, C. N. Tindale-Davis; J. R. Atkin. 
Soticrtors, Morris § Richards ; Nicholson, Graham, § Beesley. 


[Reported by Erskine Rein, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


HOOPER v. HERTS. No, 2. 15th and 14th Feb. 


Covpany—Snares—TRANSFEROR AND ‘TRANSFERRR—BLANK TRraNsFER— 
ImpLiep Conrract BY TRANSFEROR, 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff from so much of the judgment of 
Kekewich, J., as dismissed the plaintiff's claim for damages for breach of 
an implied contract or obligation on the part of the defendant Whatton 
not to — or delay the registration of a bond fide transferee of certain 
shares in the Smelting and Refining Co. of Australia (1901) (Limited). The 
facts were as follows: In the year 1904 the defendant Whatton was the 
registered holder of 1,467 7 per cent. preference shares in the said smelting 
company, About the 8th of January, 1906, he delivered to the defendant 
Herts the certificate for these shares and a blank transfer of such shares 
duly exeeuted, and he instructed the defendant Herts to borrow money on 
these shares. On the 13th of January, 1904, the defendant Whatton 
Wrote to the defendant Herts as follows: ‘‘ With regard to the smelting 
shares, [am anxious to know what you have dane or can do. Please don't 
pry the matter if you have not already seen about it. One ought to 
te able to borrow on those shares up to a good value at 4 per cent.” 
Onthe 14th of January the defendant Herts saw the plaintiff and requested 
the plaintiff to advance him £700 on the security of the deposit of 
the said shares and signed transfer. The defendant Her*s produced to 
the plaintiff the said certificate and signed transfer, and also shewed him 
the defendant Whatton's letter of the 13th of January, The plaintiff 
informed the defendant Herts that he was unable himself to tind the 
ood Bones but that he would endeavour to borrow it from the Mines 
and ng Corporation (Limited). The corporation declined to lend 
uaything to either of the defendants, but agreed to lend the plaintiff 
me sum of £700 on the security of the shares, and also the plain- 
tis personal liability, at 10 per cent. interest, the loan to be repaid 
with such interest within fifteen days from being made. The plaintiff 
the defendant Herts of the decision of the corporation. 

The defendant Herts thereupon wrote to the defendant authorizing him 
& loan of £700 on the security of the shares and undertaking 
indemnify him against any loss. In pursuance of this authority the 
banded the share certificate and transfer to the corporation and 
Netlved from the corporation the sum of £700, which he paid to the 
idendant Herts. The name of the plaintiff was filled in the transfer as 
tuusferee, and the corporation lodged the certificate and transfer for 
ngistration with the smelting company in March, 1904, The smelting 
‘omipany, in accordance with the usual custom, notified the defendant 
istton of the lodging of the transfer, The defendant Whatton wrote 
transfer was not in order and should not be completed. In 








Wusequence of this notification the transfer of the shares was not com- : 


pleted until after the commencement of the present action. Evidence was 
given to shew that in March, 1904, the shares were of considerable value, 
but that there had been a great fall since, and by the time the transfer was 
completed they had become practically worthless. Herts never repaid 
the plaintiff any part of the £700, and the mining corporation pressed 
the plaintiff for repayment. In these circumstances the plaintiff on 
the 30th of April, 1904, commenced the present action claiming as against 
Herts repayment of the £700 and interest, and as against Whatton a 
declaration that he was entitled to a charge on the shares for £700 and 
interest and foreclosure or sale, and also for for breach of the 
implied obligation or contract on the part ofthe def t Whatton not todo 
anything to prevent or delay the registration of a bond fide transfer for 
value of the shares. At the date of the commencement of the action 
the mining corporation had not been paid, but they were paid off 
by the plaintiff before the trial. The defendant Herts, who had 
become a bankrupt, did not appear. The defendant Whatton put 
in a defence denying the authority of Herts to borrow money on the shares. 
Kekewich, J., found that Herts had authority te borrow money on the 
shares and that the plaintiff was entitled to a cheng on them. But as 
regards the claim for damages the learned judge held that the plaintiff 
was only a nominee for the mining corporation and that the i 
corporation had sustained no damage. He was therefore of opinion 


the plaintiff was not in a position to sustain the action, and that he could 
. He accordingly dismissed the ~ 
Ths plaintiff appealed against so much of the 


not be said in it to have suffered damage 
claim for damages. 
judgment as dismissed the claim for damages. 

Tas Cover (Cottrss, M.R., and Romer and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Cottms, M.R.—It has been argued before u# that there was no obliga- 
tion on the part of the defendant Whatton not to interfere with the regis- 
tration of the plaintiff, and that, even if there was such an obligation, the 
plaintiff is not in a position to claim . On the first point it seems 
to me clear, for the reasons given by Lord Esher in London Founders’ 
Association v. Clarke (20 Q. B. D. 582), that there does arise between the 
parties, either by itplied contract or out of the relationship of the parties, 
an obligation or duty that the grantor shall do nothing to prevent the grantee 
getting the benefit of his grant. The breach of this obligation or duty 
is not denied, so we come to the question whether the plaintiff is entitled 
to claim damages. /P.imd facie the plaintiff as legal transferee has a clear 
right to damages, but it is suggested that the plaintiff, being a mere 
nominee, had no right of action in himself, and that im order to see 
whether there are damages it must be assumed that the real parties to the 
action are those for whom he is nominee, and it is said that those parties, 
having been paid, cannot complain that they have suffered loss. It seems 
to me that to accept this view is to shut one’s eyes to the common sense 
of the matter. The plaintiff was not asserting any right against the lending 
company, but, on the contrary, he and the lending company were acting 
together with the view of best establishing their rights to the security. The 
plaintiff was the person most interested in realizing this security, as, if it 
had been realized, it would have put an end to his obligation to the mining 
corporation. In those circumstances, the defendant’s action has deprived the 
persons entitled of the benefit of their right to deal with these shares. Of 
those persons the plaintiff was the person at law entitled to deal with 
them, and we find that, in the result, the mining ion are only not 
sufferers from the defendant’s action because they have been repaid by the 
plaintiff. Why, then, should not the plaintiff the benefit to which he 
was entitled, and of which he was deprived by action of his transferor? 
I think the mistake of the learned judge was in treating the tiff as a 

n with no beneficial interest. If we look at the this case, it 
it is plain that he was not a mere nominee. The result is that the plaintiff 
is entitled to damages and the appeal must be allowed. 

Romer and Cozens-Hanpy, LJJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—Counset, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Napier ; Stewart Smith, K.C., 
and Cozens-Hardy. Soxscrrors, G. L. Matthews § Co. ; Thorp § Saunders. 

{Reported by J. I. Strmuiwe, Esq. Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re KEMPSTER, KEMPSTER v. KEMPSTER. Kekewich, J. 4th Feb. 


ApMINISTRATION —Dents, Funrrat AND Testamentary Expansss—Mar- 
SHALLING Assets —Psrcontary Leearers—Reat Estate Caarorp Wrra 
Dexts—Lanp Transrrr Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vicr. c. 65), 8. 2, suR- 
section 3, 


Adjourned summons. By his will, dated the 9th of October, 1903, the 
testator appointed his wite, the plaintiff, Deborah Kempster, and his 
daughter, the defendant Elizabeth Sparnon Kempster, his executrixes, 
and bequeathed to each of them a legacy of £50 free of legacy 
duty. He then directed that all his just de’ funeral ard testa- 
mentary expenses should be paid as soon as possible after his deorase. 
He further bequeathed “the balance of money” to be derived from 
certain policies of assurance on his life to the plaintiff, and he devired 
certain real estate to his daughter Deborah Sh , the other defendant. 
The testator died on the 20th of January, 1905. The will was proved 
on the 25th of March, 1905. The debts, funeral and testa- 
mentary expenses of the testator amount to a little over £200, and 
the personal estate (exclusive of the insurance moneys and certain gas 
shares) did not amount to more than £156. The real estate of the testator 
was estimated to be of the value of £750. This summons Was 
taken out by the plaintiff for the determination the question 
whether the deb’s and funeral and testamentary expenses of the 
testator ought to be paid (so far as might be necessary) out of 
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the real estate in exoneration of the personalty. The question turned on 
whether the Land Transfer Act, 1897, had rendered the charge contained 
in the will futile. ‘Section 2, sub-section 3, provides that ‘“‘in the 
administration of the assets of a person dying after the commencement of 
this Act, his real estate shall be administered in the same manner, subject 
to the same liabilities for debt, costs, and expenses, and with the same 
incidents, as if it were mal estate; provided that nothing herein 
contained shall alter or aftect the order in which real and personal assets 
respectively are now applicable in or towards the payment of funeral and 
testamentary expenses, debts, or legacies, or the liability of real estate to 
be charged with the payment of legacies.” For the plaintiff it was 
contended that the Act had not changed the rule in regard to the 
marshalling of assets, that Re Roberts, Roberts vy. Roberts (47 Sorrcrrors’ 
Journat 30; 1902, 2 Ch. 834) applied, and that the pecuniary legatees 
were entitled to be indemnified out of the real estate against so much of 
the debts, funeral and testamentary expenses as should not have been 
satisfied out of the personalty. For the defendant it was urged that the Land 
- Transfer Act had affected the marshalling of assets, and that it rendered 
the charge in the will futile: Theobald on Wills (6th ed.),819. The 
proviso in sub-section 3 does not conflict with the doubts expressed by 
Theobald. 

Kexewicn, J., in giving judgment, said that before the Act directions 
such as those contained in the will of the testator were treated as a charge 
of debts on the real estate, and that if resort was had to the personal 
estate, legatees could come against specific devisees of the real estate on 
the d that testator had intended the debts to be paid out of the real 
estate. Since the Act real estate is treated as personal estate for the 
purpose of discharging debts, so that the necessity for the charge is now 
un . Although the Act says that the charge is unnecessary, it 
does not say that it is not there. Sub-section 3 says that nothing shall be 
altered. e doctrine of Re Roberts is still applicable. The debts, 
funeral and testamentary expenses of the testator ought, therefore, as far 
as his personal estate not specifically bequeathed is insufficient for the 
payment of his debts, funeral and testamentary expenses and the 
pecuniary legacies given by his will, to be borne by the real estate, so as 
to leave a sufficient part of the personal estate not specifically bequeathed 
by the will available for payment of the pecuniary legacies.—UCounseL, 
Greenland ; Maugham ; Blackwell. Soricrrons, Foulger, Robinson, § Miller, for 
E. J. Vine, Exmouth ; 8. Myers. 

[Reported by P. Joux Botayp, Esq., Parrister-at-Law. | 


QUINION v. HORNE. Farwell, J. 15th Feb. 


Venpor ann Purcnaser—Conpitions or Sate—Connition as To Reavisi- 
TIONS —ONWILLINGNESS TO Comply witH RKeavisrrion —VeNpdOR’s Ricut 
To Rescrnp. 


Trial of action. The plaintiff was the purchaser at a sale by auction of 
property at Hounslow. The defendant sold as trustee of a will undera 
trust for sale contained therein. Tne sale was conducted subject to 
printed conditions of sale, and condition 2, after providing, in the usual 
terms, for the delivery of the abstract and requisitions, provided that if 
the purchaser should make any objection or requisition as to title or other- 
wise which the vendor should be unable or unwilling to remove or comply 
with, the vendor should be at liberty to annul the sale, and that in such 
case the purchaser should be entitled to have his deposit money returned, 
but without interest, costs of investigating title, or any compensation or 
payment whatso-ver. By his will the testator gave and devised (inter alia) 
the property in questicn to trustees, upon trust to pay rents and profits 
arising from the same to M. A. 8S. Knevett for her life, and after her death 
upon trust to sell, and hold the net proceeds of sale in trust for the child 
or children of M. A. 8S. Knevett who should be living at her decease and 
have attained or attain twenty-one or marry, in equalshares. The testator 
iurther provided that if M. A. 8. Knevett died without leaving any child 
surviving her the trustees should convey the property to certain specified 

It followed from these provisions of the testator’s will that the 
trust for sale only held good in the event of M. A. 8S. Knevett having left a 
child who was still living. The purchaser’s solicitors in there circum- 
stances delivered (inter alia) a requisition (No. 3) for the purpose of 
ascertaining the names and addresses of the surviving children (if any) of 
M. A. 8S. Kuevett. They received a reply fr-m the vendor’s solicitors to 
the effect that there were six children of M. A. 8. Knevett so surviving, 
and were subsequently informed of their names, but all requests for 
informa’ ion as to the date and place of birth of one only of these children 
met with no response beyond an intimation that the vendor had not much 
infurmation in his poss-ssion. Uitimately, on the 2nd of November, 1905, 
the solicitors of the vendor gave notice that the vendor rescinded the 
contract, owing to his unwillingness to procure the required information, 
which, he contended, did not affect the title. The purchaser's offer to | 
wi'hdraw the requisition in question not bemg accepted, he commenced 
this action, claimiog specific performance of the contract. 

Fanwewt, J.—The cases chewed that some limi'ations must be placed on 
the word “‘unwi'ling.”” The rescission must not be merely arbitrary and 
caprici us: Re Dawes and Wood (33 W. R. 685, 29 Cn. D. 626), Re Starr- 
Bowket’ Building Society and S:lner's Contract (88 W. R. 1, 42 Ch. D. 375). 
The r-ason given for rescission in this case was that of expense, but the 
information required by the purchaser could have been furnished without 
incurring expense. The vendor had acted unreasonably in refusing to give 
the information which, upon the evidence, it wus in his power togive. No 
reason for refusing the information couid be suggested. ‘lhe plaintiff 
must succeed in his claims for specitic perfurmance,—OounseL, Jenkins, 
K.C,, and J. Samuel Green ; Upjohn, K.C., and J. 8. Brooke, SoLicrroxs, 
UW iches & Knight, for Garner & Bon, Hounslow; H. R. Peake, 











(Be; oried by F, Hagoixce Daeror, Bxq., Barrister-a'-Law.)}’ 
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Re PARKER’S POLICIES AND Re THE MARRIED WOMEN'S PROP ERT 
ar - i PARKER v. PARKER. Swinfen Eady, J. ig aad 

2nd Feb. 


InsunaNcE— Pouicres Taken Ovr 1x ConFroRMITY WITH THE 
Wowen’s Prorerry Act, 1870—Arrorntuznt to Sunszqvenr Wig, 


Summons. This was an originating summons to determine whether ty, 
policies of assurance on his own life tor £1,000 each, taken out in 1879 ip 
conformity with the Married Women’s Pro: Act, 1870, bya married 
man, would enure for the benefit of a second wife subsequently married 
him, by virtue of an absolute appointment of the moneys to her by 
The facts were as follows: R. W. Parker, a solicitor, on the 6th of 
1879, took out two policies in the Scottish Provident Institution, 
policies were expressed to be on the life of Parker, who had been duly 
admitted a member of the institution, and they certified that under th 
provisions of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Viet ©, 93), 
the policy-holder’s ‘‘ widow or widow and children or some or one gf 
them, in such shares, proportions, and interest and generally in sq 
manner as Parker shall by will or codicil or by deed reyocsh) 
or otherwise appoint, shall be entitled to receive out of the foni 
of the institution’? the moneys secured by the policies. At this dats 
Parker was married and had two children, a third child being afterwan 
born to him by his then wife. The wife died in 1881 leaving these thre 
children, who were the defendants to this summons, surviving. In 18% 
Parker married a second wife, the present plaintiff, and by deed of th 
28th of April, 1903, purported to exercise the power of appointment in 
the policies and appointed the policy-moneys to his second wile absolutely, 
Parker died on the 25th of November, 1905. The only parties to this 
summons were the widow and the three children of the first marriage, but 
in the course of the argument it was conceded that a child who had 
been born of the second marriage was in the same position as those of the 
first marriage, and if they took would share with them. So the question 
really was whether the widow took the fund as Yee or whether 
the children took it as unappointed. The Married Women’s Property 
Act of 1870, by section 10, enables “‘any married man” to 
a policy on his own life, expressed upon the face of it to be for the 
benefit of his wife or of his wif- and children or any of them, and the policy 
is to be ‘‘ deemed a trust for the benefit of ’’ those persons and “shall not, 
so long as any object of the trust remains, be subject to the control of the 
husband or of his creditors, or form part of his estate.’”’ For the plaintiff 
it was contended that the word ‘‘wife’’ is not limited to the wife at the 
date of the policies but would include an aiter-taken wife, for there would 
be as much reason to make provision for a later wife as for an earlier one, 
In Re Browne's Policy (51 W. R. 364; 1902, W. N. 225) Kekewich, J., had 
decided that a second wife was within the provisions of the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882. 

Swinren Eapy, J., in giving judgment, said that, though there were 
slight verbal differences between the Acts of 1870 and 1882, he was unable 
to see any sound distinction on this point. ‘The Act of 1870 in section 10 
speaks of a policy effected by ‘‘any married man,’’ whereas the words 
in. section 11 of the Act of 1882 are ‘‘any man,’’ bat there was no 
distinction between the two; if a second or subsequent wife was within 
the later Act, she was also within the earlier, and Re Browne must apply. 
Assuming that, the appointment in this case was valid, since it wus 
certainly within the trusts as set forth on the face of the policy itself, that 
is, for ‘‘the widow or widow: and children or some or one of them,” 
But if that view were wrong, and the second wife was not within the 
terms of the Act, the alternative was that the settlor had introduced 
into the policies a stranger who was not a wife within the meaningol 
the Act—namely, an atter-married wife coming under the head of 
‘‘widow,’’ and had attempted to make provision for such stranger. In 
that case the trust set forth on the policy was not one within the Act 
of 1870 at all. That Act contains certain provisions enabling the 
policy-moneys to be secured for certain persons of a limited class, 
and 1o be deemed a trust for the benefit of those persons and, so long 
as there remained any objects of that trust the moneys were free from the 
control of the husband or his creditors. But as soon as an outwider, 6 
stranger to these statutory benefits, is introduced into the trusts of the 
policy, it ceases to be a policy within the Act. It had bem 
argued for the defendants tnat if the policies and the Act wat 
read together the word ‘* widow’’ in the policies meant ‘* my preseut wile 
if she survives and becomes my widow,”’ but it was impossible to restrain 
the language in this way, ‘‘ widow ’’ meant the person who at the death 
should become the widow. If the policy was thus outside the statute, 
was simply an arrangement with the institution that the money should be 
paid as aesees oo the objects of the power, and the assured had # 
appointed to the plaintiff. So quacunque vid, whether the plaintiff was o 
was not within the statute, she took by appointment, and his lordship » 
d+cided.—Counsex, Reginald Hughes ; Frank Russell. So.scrrons, Hughat 
Master man, 

{Reported by C. H. Canpew Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re VALPY. VALPY v. VALPY. Swiofen Eady, J. 6th Feb. 


Wiii—Exonenation—Morroace Dent—Conraany Intenrion—Lookt 
Kixe’s Acts. 

Origina‘ing summons, The object of this summons was to determine 
(inter alia) whether @ mortgage debt was to be borne by a particular estal® 
alone, or rateably by that estate and the geueral residue, ‘The estate, 
by clause 9 of his will, devised the X estate to specific devisees. BY 
clause 14 he devised and bequeathed the Y estate and all other real sod 
personal estate not otherwise dis of to trustees on trust for sale 
conversion, By clause 15 he directed the trustees to pay general and testa 
mentary expenses and debts ont of moue arising from such sal and oom 
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version and out of his ready money “‘ except charges and mortgage debts, 
if any, on property specifically devised, which debts are to be paid 
y out of the property charged therewith.”” The testator bequeathed 
the residue of the said money as follows: Such part of the same as consisted 
of the proceeds of the sale of his residuary estate other than the Y estate to 
four children, F.H. V., J. V., A.M. V., and C.M. V., and a grandchild 
. H. V., in equal shares, and such part of the same as consisted of the pro- 
ceeds of sale of the Y estate to the said four children (but not the grandchild) 
in equal shares. At the death of the testator his real property consisted 
of the X estate and the Y estate. At the date of his will, and also at the 
date of his death, there was a mortgage on the Y estate, but no other 
mortgage. One of the four children was an executor and trustee of the 
ill. 
 —— Eapy, J., held that the Y estate was not ‘‘ specifically devised ”’ 
within the meaning of clause 15 of the will, but that that clause was 
equivalent to a direction to pay the debts of the testator “‘ except charges 
and mortgege debts (if any) on the X estate,’’ out of the mixed residuary 
fund. That was a contrary intention within tne meaning of the Real 
Estate Charges Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 69),s.1. There was a clear 
implication that the mortgage debts other than those (if any) on the X 
estate were included in the general direction to pay the debts. The mort- 
on the Y estate must therefore be borne rateably by the mixed 
residuary fund.—Counset, J. M. Paterson ; Crossfield; T. J. C. Tomlin. 
Soticrrons, Valpy, Peckham, § Chaplin ; Dimond § Son. 
{Reported by F. Harpixce Darston, Esq., Barrister-a‘- Law. } 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
TOZELAND v. GUARDIANS OF WEST HAM. Div, Court. 14th Feb. 


Emetovers’ Liastniry—ComMon Empioyment—Lianiity or Poor Law 
GvuARDIANS ror NEGLIGENCE OF SuRORDINATE. 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff from a judgment of Judge Smyly, 
silting at the Bow County Court, and raised an important point on the 
doc:rme of common employment. It appeared that the plaintiff had 
b-come au inmate of West Ham Workhouse, and on his admission there 
was put to gardening work, but was afterwards transferred to Whipps 
Uross lufirmary, where he was empluyed in carrying out an enlargement 
of the electric lightiug installation. For the purpose of getting some cables 
through the wall a scaffold had been erected. The scaifold, for the 
proper erection of which the head of the electrical work took responsibility, 
gave way while the p!aiatiff was upon it, and he sustained severe injuries. 
Questions were raised at the trial with regard to what civil rights a 
puaper had, but the judge in a considered judgment decided that the 
plaintiff was in common employment with the man whose negligence 
caused the accident. It appeared that the head of the electrical work was 
a permanent official of the union. On behalf of the plaintiff it was con- 
tended that the doctrine of common employment was not applicable to the 
facts as above stated. ‘The plaintiff had no option as to whether he would 
do the work or not. If he does refuse he is liable to one month's 
imprisonment, Smith v. Steele (L. R. 10 Q. B. 128) shewed that the docrine 
of common employment does not apply where the man is compelled to do the 
work, Un behaif ot the respondents it was c tended that if he was not in the 
position of a servant, he was merely a volunteer, and the defeudants were 
therefore not liable. The pauper was not obliged to enter the workhouse, 
but if he did he knew that he was underiaking to do some kind of work 
though he did not know what the work would be. Smith v. Steele was 
distinguishable as it was a case where a pilot was compelled to undertake 
the pilotage. Mcreover, poor Jaw guardians acy erely ministerially and 
are not liable in such an action as this. Cuuasel on this point referred to 
Brennan v. The Guardians of the Limerick Union (Ir. Rep. 1878, 
p. 42), and Leving on v. The Lurgan Guardians (2 Ir. Com. Law Rep. 
1868, p. 202. 

Tne Court (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Rmcey and Dariine, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Atveustoneg, C.J., said: Upon the main question upon which the 
county court judge decided the case—the question of common employ- 
ment—I have felt no doubt. The judge has overlooked the broad con- 
siderations which underlie the doctrine that a servant has the option 
whether to do the work or not. In this case there was no such option, 
and the pauper was working subject to a penalty if he did not. In 
many cases the judges have based the doctrine on the voluntary nature of 
the man’s work. It has b-en contended by counsel that the pauper 
Yoluntarily contracted to do the work in ex -hange for board and lodging. 

cannot go so far as that; he goes under compulsion of hunger. as to 
the oth+r poiut, the liability of the guardians for the negligence of a 
subordinate, I teel more doubt, but I think on the whole that the work 
being done was not their ordinary ministerial work as guardians ; it was an 
extension of the electric installation, and the case falls within the class ot 
cases like Levingston v. The Lurgan Guardians, in which the guardians were 
held liable on the same principles as would be applied toordinary inuividuals. 
Judgment must therefore be entered for the plautiff for £100, the amount of 


ages provisionally assessed by the county court judge.—Covunsst, | 


Wallace, K.C., and Abwmger ; Arory, K C., and Stephen Lynch, Soxicrrons, 
Philbrick § Co., for Haynes, Robwnson, § Co., Bow; Hillearys. 
[Reported by Aan Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND RAILWAY CO. +. WARD & CO. 
Div. Court, 24th Feb, 

Privates Act or PartiamMent—Common Form Annirration CLravsr—Jvris- 
DICTION OF Cournt—DuirrsRence as TO Cuaroes BY Ratu.way Company— 
Rea@oNABLENESS OF CHARGE. 





the detention of their trucks by the defendants against a decision of his 
Honour Judge Smyly in the Bow County Court of Middlesex, who held 
that he had no jurisdiction to try the case. His Honour’s decision 
was based upon his interpretation of the following clause in the 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Co’s. Order Confirming Act, 
1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. xlix.),s.5: ‘‘The company may charge for the 
services hereunder mentioned, or any of them, when rendered to a trader 
at his request or for his convenience, a reasonable sum by way of addition 
to the tonnage rate. Any difference arising under this section shall be 
determined by an arbitrator to be appointed by the Board of Trade at the 
instance of either party. . . Sub-section (iv.). The detention of 
trucks, &e. . . . beyond such period as shall be reasonably n . 
. . .” A letter had been written by the defendants to the plaintiffs dis- 
puting the charge before their action was brought in the county conrt, but 
there had been some doubt as to whether the letter (which was not in 
exact legal terms, but expressed in colloquial business language) disputed 
the legality of the charge as a whcle, or merely the reasonableness of the 
amount. Counerel for the appellants submitted: (1) The plaintiffs have 
a common law right to sue for the carriage, irrespective of their right 
under the Act; (2) the difference was not really as to the ‘‘ reasonable- 
ness’ of the charge, but as to whether it was legally recoverable at all ; 
(3) no notice of defence had been given; this was a special statatory 
defence of which notice was seen (This point had not been raised in 
the notice of appeal, and so was not pressed ) He referred to London and 
North-Western Kailway v. Billington (1899, A. C., p. 79), judgment of 
Bigham J., in London and North-Western Railway v. Crook § Son (20 Times 
L. R , p. 506), where it was held that the railway company could recover 
sidiug rents either under (1) common law contract of use and occupation, 
or (2) under the clause in the statute. Counsel for the respondents sub- 
mitted that the company can make charges only under the statute, and only 
in the way appointed by the statute. The statute provides for determi- 
nation by an arbitrator of any difference as to the reasonableness of the 
charge. The county court judge had found as a fact that there was a 
difference, and that it was raised before the action was brought. The 
evidence on which he found this was the letter (there was farther evidence 
for the defendants, but his Honour did not hear it. considering the letter 
suflicient evidence on which to decide that he had no jurisdiction). He 
argued at length as to the terms of the letter. 

‘The judgment ot the Court was delivered by 

Rw ry, J.—This is a mixed question of law and fact. There must be 
(1) a ** difference ’’ between the pariies arising before proceedings are com- 
menced to recover the charge ; and (2) no difference about any: hing except 
the ‘‘ reasonableness ’’ of thecharge. ‘Shiscase must go back to the county 
court judge to hear the evidence and decide whether the dispute is in fact 
limited to the ‘‘ reasonableness’ of the amount. If so, the case is to go 
to an arbitrator; if not, he is to hear and determine the case himself, 
Appeal allowed with costs.—Cousset, Frampton ; Foote, K.C., and Ricketts. 
Souicrrons, F. C, Mathers & Co. ; Neish, Howell, § Haldane. 

(Reported by J. H. Menzies, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


GUARDIANS OF WANDSWORTH UNION v. WORTHINGTON. 
tarwell, J, 8th Feb. 


Poor Law—Pavrer Lunatio—Payrments on Account oF Matnrexnance— 
ARREARS Recovexance Uvce or Estate at Deara—Sratere or Luwrra- 
tions (21 Jac. 1, c. 16). 


This was an action by the Guardians of Wandsworth Union against 
Catherine Worthington, as administratrix of the estate of Mary Ann 
Worthington, deceased, a pauper lunatic, for the sum of £337, arrears of 
maintenance due to the guardians at the date of the deatn of the 
lunatic. Mary Jane Worthington, a lunatic not so found by inquisi- 
tion, had been from 1876 to the date of her death in July, 1904, 
maintained at the expense of the Wandsworth Union at Caterham 
Asylum, the annual cost being £21. She was, together with two sisters, 
entitled to share in certain real and personal property and by an order 
m lunacy “in the matter of Mary Jane Wor.himgton, Caroline Amelia 
Worthington, and Agnes Louisa Worthington, persons of uusound mind 
not found so by inquisition,’’ made in 1886 under the Lunacy Act, 1862, 
a brother of the lunatic was appoiuted receiver of her estate and was 
authorized to receive the share of the luvatic in the income of the estates of 
the three lunatics and to apply such income for her maintenance and 
benefit. The brother died in 1897, and the defendant, a sister of the lunatic, 
was, by an order iu /uvacy, appointed receiver of the income of the lunatic 
in the place of his brother. ‘he receiver for the time being had, under 
these orders, paid the whole income of the luna ic to the guardians, and 
it had been applied as aud when received by them in part of the 
arrears of maintenance of the lunatic. The amount thus recei in each 
year was about £11 less than the amount expended, and at the 
death of the lunatic in 1904 there was a sum of £337 owing to 
the guardians in respect of arrears of maintenance. Letters of 
administration were taken cut by the defendant and the estate 
of the lunatic was sworn at £426. In answer to the claim of the guardians 
in respect of arrears due to them, the defendant set up the Statute of 
Limitations and alleged that the plaintiffs were only entitled to six years’ 
arrears of maintenance up to the date of the writ, less all payments made 
during such period. It had been decided in Ke Newbivgin’s Estate (36 
W.R. 69, 36 Ch, LD 477) that such a debt for past mamtenance was only 
an ordmary debt, liable to be barred on the expiration of six years, in 
spite of the extraordinary powers by statute available tor the recovery of 
such a debt. For the plaintiffs it was argued that in this case the Shunte 
of Limitations had no operation, be ause there had been ular payments 
on account, which constituted a recognition of the entire debt and bound 





This was an appeal by the plaintiffs in an action to recover charges for 


the estate of the lunatic, though made by the receiver in lunacy acting ay 
an officer of the court, 
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Farwet., J., in giving judgment said that it was well settled that a 
lunatic pauper may plead the benefit of the Statute of Limitations and 
that he had in this respect the same rights and liabilities as the ordinary 
individual. The question was whether there was anything here to take the 
case out of the statute. Now, if the statute might be pleaded, payments 
on account could also be pleaded in answer to it. In this case payments 
had been made clearly on account, because the actual income, which had 
been paid over entire, was so small. It was true that the payments 
had been made by the receiver in lunacy, who was an officer of the 
court, and it was said that such payment could not bind the estate of 
the lunatic. But it was clear from the circumstances and from the 
smallness of the income that the court must have known that these pay- 
ments were made on account of income and were insufficient for that 
purpose. The inference was that these payments were authorized by the 
court to prevent litigation by the guardians to enforce their claims, which 
would have been otherwise inevitable. This would constitute an acknow- 
ledgment sufficient to take the case cut of the statute and there would be 
judgment for the plaintiffs for the amount claimed.—Covnset, 8. Mayer ; 
R. Cnnuingham Glen. Soxricrrors, W. W. Young, Son, § Ward; 8. W. 
Johnson, § Son, for Fisher, Jesson, § Co., Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 


| Reported by C. H. Canpzn Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Sroupents’ Denatinc Socrery.—Feb. 20.—Chairman, Mr. P. M. C. 
Hart.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Frost v. Aylesbury 
Dairy Co.(C.A., 1905, 1 K. B. 608) (Purpose for which goods supplied— 
Implied warranty of fitness—Sale of Goods Act, 1893, s. 14, sub-section 1 
was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. Alexander opened in the affirmative, Mr. 
Pollock seconded in the affirmative ; Mr. J.D. A. Johnson opened in the 
negative, Mr. D. T. Garrett seconded in the negative. ‘Lhe following 
members also spoke: Messrs. Pleadwell, A. O. Harnett, Bass, Harston, 
Blagden, Henderson. ‘The motion was lost by four votes. 


~ 








Companies. 


Law Guarantee Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeeing of the Law Guarantee and Trust Society 
(Limited) was held on Thursday at the head office, Chancery-laue, Mr. 
Epwagp F. Turner (chairman) presiding. 

Mr. Tuomas R. Ronavp (general manager and secretary) having read the 
notice convening the meeting, 

The Cuatrman, in moving the adoption of the report and balance-sheet, 
said, i to the revenue account, that the premiums, fees as 
trustees, and commissions, after allowing £44,534 16s. 5d. for reassur- 
ances, left £173,647 17s. 4d. The grosssum was £218,182 13s. 9d., which 
compared with £202,700 last year. Two years ago the net premium 
income went up from £118,000 to £170,000. It was hardly to have been 

that that should have been kept up, and it was £158,000 last year. 
This year they had again got up to that astonishing increase and shewed 
£173,647 17s, 4d., the highest amount ever recorded during the society's 
existence. That premium income had been earned under great difficulties, 
owing to the constantly increasing opposition, and owing to the nature of 
the ’s assurances a great deal of exhausted matter had to be made 
up by fresh business every year. Each year the board became a little 
more conservative with regard to risks, but the premium income increased in 
spite of this. The reinsurances were £44,534, compared with a slightly 
1 figure last year; relatively they were less as a matter of 
ak. Interest on investments and rents on properties in hand stood at 
£14,079 11s. 2d., which was a few hundred less than last year. It would 
not have been surprising if they had been considerably less, because there 
had been so Jarge a reduction in the properties taken over by the society 
from which income had been derived. The explanation was that there 
had been improved lettings of the properties retained, so that this was a 
gratifying feature. On the debit side the item “‘claims’’ was £105,145, as 
st 000 last year, which was a considerable increase, but it in- 
uded not merely the actual claims paid away during the year, but 
also whatever the directors had thought it prudent to write off such 
items as “‘ ies taken over and advances against securities” 
ia order to bring those items down to the points of their real 
value. The “‘magagement expenses”’ were larger by some £4,000 than 
last year, but r-latively to the business done they were slightly less, and 
compared favourably with the ratio of any institution which could be 
into comparison. As a result the revenue account shewed a 
balance of £35,743 5s. 64., from which £5,000 had been transferred to the 
general reserve, which now stood at £200,000; £8,000 had also been 
transferred to “‘ reserve for claims in suspense,’’ which now stood at 
£25,000; and the balance of income was £22,743 5s. 6d., to which must be 
added the balance to the 31st of December, 1904, of £34,392 4s, 3d, 
a total of £57,135 9s. 94. The final dividend to the 3lst of 
ber, 1904, absorbed £12,000 and the interim dividend £8,000, 
which took £20,000 off that figure. It was now proposed to pay a 
final dividend making the dividend for the year 10 per cent., which 
balance to 


forward of £25,135 9s. 9d.; comparing with £22.392 last year 
and £15,495 in the preceding year. On the credit side of the 
balance-sheet the investments were taken in almost every instance at cost 
price, and in one or two instances at below cost price. Consols, of which 
the society held a very considerable amount, which were written down to 
874 last year, stood now at an appreciably better price. ‘‘ Properties taken 
over pending realization ’’ stood at £210,639 53. 10d., comparing with 
£284,540 16s. in the previous year. a pleasing and gratifying fact. but this 
was an item which must always fluctuate. ‘‘ Advances against securities 
and sundry debtors’? which appeared last year at £56,000 had increased 
to £77,722 19s. 6d., but this was a sound and safe item. “ Cash at 
bankers’? amounted to the very large sum of £106,623 12s, 24, 
which was very satisfactory, and it was still more satisfactory 
that the item of the bank loan of £10,000 last year and 
£33,000 the year before had disappeared. The ‘‘ general reserve 
fund,’’ which stood last year at £195,000, had been increased to £200,000, 
which was a symmetrical aud satisfactory figure. ‘‘ Mortgages on 
properties,’ £18,000, stood at the same figure as last year. This wasa 
matter of financial convenience, the rates of interest were very moderate 
and the board had not thought it expedient to pay them off. He wished 
to call attention to that branch of the business dealing with mortgage 
assurance. There was acertain class of mortgages which people did not 
feel disposed to insure even at the reduced premium which the society 
charged, such mortgages as trustees might be advised without hesita- 
tion to make. Infinite relief from anxiety is to be obtained for very 
small payments, and the trustees would be able at once to throw 
the whole burden on to a strong financial society like theirs The 
advantages of mortgage assurance were not appreciated in regard to that 
class of mortgage which of itself did not give rise to anxiety at the time 
when it was made. The guaranteeing of debentures was also a class of 
business undertaken by the society with great advantage to the assured. 
He hoped the meeting would think the results of the year’s working were 
satisfactory, and that they shewed the society to be in a strong and sound 
position, and that their interests as shareholders were well cared for, 
They owed a very deep debt of gratitude to the staff for their devoted, 
able, and zealous services from the general manager down to the lowest 
clerk in the office. The work was unremitting and arduous and anxious 
at times, and no words could express the value to the society as an asset 
of Mr. Ronald, not to exclude the others, but he was head and responsible. 
They had every reason, too, to feel most grateful to those who were working 
there day after day to protect the interests of the shareholders. 

Sir Joun Gray Hix seconded the motion, which was unanimously 
adopted. 

On the motion of Mr. E. J. Batstowe the retiring directors, Mr. E. F. 
Turner, Sir John Gray Hill, Mr. R. L. Hunter, and Mr. W. Maples, were 
re-elected. 

The auditors, Messrs. Deloitte, Plender, Griffiths, & Oo., were re-elected, 

A vote of thanks to the directors, the general manager, and the staff, on 
the motion of Mr, Lawton, brought the proceedings to a close, 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr, Witi1am Jonn Reynoips Pocnin and Mr. Artuur Epmunp Git, 
barristers-at-law, have been elected Benchers of the Honourable Society 
of Gray’s-inn. 

Mr. T. H. Munpe tt, solicitor, of 21, Godliman-street, London, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. He was admitted in 1885, 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Eenest Frepertc Denennam and Ramspen Warker, solicitors 
(Debenham & Walker), 2, Gresham-buildings, Basinghall-street, London, 
Feb. 13. ‘The said Ernest Frederic Debenham will, for the future, 
carry on business at No. 2, Gresham-buildings, on his own account, under 
the style of E. F. Debenham & Co. ; Mr. Ramsden Walker will carry on 
business in his own name and on his own account at 32, Watling-street, 
London. 

Waurer Hucues and Henry Cnauncy Masrerman, solicitors (Hughes 
& Masterman), formerly at 59, New Broad-street, and lately at 25, 
Great Winchester-street, London. Dec. 31. Such business will be 
carried on in the future by the said Henry Chauncy Masterman. 

[ Gazette, Feb. 16, 
Epwarp Artavre Leapam and Reoinatp Youno, solicitors (Leatlam & 
Young), 28, Austin Friars, London. Feb. 17. The said Edward 
Arthur Leadam will continue to practise at 28, Austin Friars aforesaid, 
under the style of Leadam & Co., and the said Reginald Young will 
continue to practise at 42, Queen Victoria-street, London. 


Georore Nevitte and Wititam Darzrer Fisner, solicitors (Neville, 
Fisher, & Co.), Broad-street House, New Broad-street, London, Feb. 10. 
[ Gazette, Feb. 20, 





General. 


Mr. Justice Phillimore has been absent from the courts in consequence 
of his recent attack of influenza, 
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It is announced that County Palatine appeals will be taken in Appeal 
Court No. 2 on Tharsday, the 8th of March. 

Mr. Justice Farwell was unable, on the 19th inst., owing to indisposi- 
tion, to take his seat in the Lord Chancellor’s Court. He is stated 
to be suffering from a bad throat, and has been ordered by his medical 


adviser to rest for a week. 

Mr. Pickersgill intends to ask the Attorney-General whether it is 
intended to reintroduce the Bill recommended by the Beck Commission, 

roviding machinery to compel a judge at a criminal trial to state a case 
ior the Court for Crown Cases Reserved. 

ing generally, says a writer in the Globe, Chancery has now 
— synonymous Tit capelttien, A case was decided by Mr. Justice 
Warrington last week which took but a fortnight to come to trial; the 
writ was issued on the 2nd of February, and judgment was delivered on 
the 16th of February. 

Mr. R. 8S. Bremner, a Liverpoool solicitor, when leaving a client’s house, 
says the Evening Standard, held out his hand to say **Good-night,” and 
suddenly fell down and died. His father also died suddenly some years 
ago while in the police-court on legal business, and more recently two 
brothers and a sister died with equal suddenness. 


It is stated that, at a meeting of the King’s Bench judges on the 20th 
inst., Mr. Justice Lawrance was elected a Parliamentary election petition 
judge for the present year in succession to Mr. Justice Darling, who has 
resigned. Mr. Justice Grantham and Mr. Justice Channell, the other two 
election petition judges, will, it is understood, try the first petition. 


The oldest inhabitant of Colchester, Joseph Jennings, has, says the 
Tunes, just died in an almshouse there at theageof 100, It was a disputed 
will in his family which led to the lawsuit on which Dickens founded the 
case of Jarndyce v. Jarndyce in ‘‘ Bleak House.’? A tablet in St. Peter’s 
Church, Colchester, to one of Jennings’s relatives concerned in the suit 
bears the words from Jeremiah, ‘‘ Through deceit they refuse to know 

” 


me, 

At the annual dinner of the Surveyors’ Institution Mr. Alfred Lyttelton, 
in replying for the bar to the toast of ‘“‘The Bench and the Bar,” said 
that he hoped, if ever he had the good forture to enter Parliament again, 
to combine his work there with duties of an arbitrator. The present 
Government had, he thought, shewn singular appreciation of what was 
the true intellect and wisdom of the country by including in the Cabinet 
£0 many men connected with the legal profession. 


We understand, says the Times, that the Board of Trade have decided in 
the matter of the vacant official receivership at Canterbury to make some- 
what of a new departure by seeking a solicitor or an accountant who would 
be willing to devote the whole of his time to the duties of the receivership, 
to the exclusion of all private practice. With this object in view the time 
for receiving applications has been extended for a week or two. Hitherto 
such exclusive conditions have been attached only to official receiverships 
paid by fixed salaries. 

A certain Philadelphia lawyer was, says an.Amercian journal, one 
evening at a friend’s house when a rather pompous member of the bar of the 
Quaker city was seeking to convey to the company the impression that 
his income from the practice of his profession was ex ingly large. 
“Gentlemen,” the pompous lawyer was saying, ‘‘ I have to earn a good 
deal, It may sound rather incredible, but my personal expenses are over 
fifteen thousand dollars a year. It costs me that to live!’’ ‘*That’s too 
much,” interjected the lawyer first-mentioned, ‘‘I wouldn’t pay it—it 
isn’t worth it ! ’’ e 

Ata vestry meeting, held at Holbeach on Thursday in last week, says the 
Spalding Free Press, it transpired that it was fifty years that day since Mr. J. P. 
Sturton, solicitor, was appointed vestry clerk for the parish of Holbeach, 
the date of his appointment being jthe 14th of February, 1856. He has 
acted in that capacity ever since his appointment, and has only missed one 
vestry meeting out of 268 held during the whole period. The cause of his 
absence on the one occasion referred to was ill-health. It would be inter- 
esting to know whether this unique record can be beaten by vestry clerks 
in any other part of the country. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Dr. Macnamara asked the 
Sceretary of State for the Home Department whether his attention had 
been called to the difficulties experienved by working men voters, in 
London especially, in recording their votes, as a result of the closing of 
the poll for Parliamentary elections at 8 o'clock p.m. ; and, if so, whether 
he would consider the desirableness of extending the hours of polling and 
of fixing Saturday as a general polling day. Mr. Gladstone replied: No 
tepresentations have yet reached me officially to the effect that working 
men voters find it difficult to record their votes before 8 p.m., but it is a 
matter which shall receive my attention. 


A remarkable law suit, the origin of which goes back to 1613, has just, 
says the Figaro, been decided by the Supreme Court at Leipzig. The 
matter in dispute was the right claimed by the communes of Dabo and 
Egenthal, situated on the border of Alsace and Lorraine, to cut wood in 
the forest of Dabo. This right had been disputed by the French Govern- 
ment, and, after the Franco-Prussian war, a German jurist was appointed 
tostudy the question, It took him 35 years to get up the case, which is 
described as filling several hundred volumes. A decision was at last 
teached in 1904, when the Court of Saverne found in favour of the two 
communes, This verdict was confirmed on appeal by the court at Colmar, 
and finally, as stated, by the Supreme Court at Leipzig. The costs of the 

g8, amounting to many hundreds of thousands of francs, will 
ve to be defrayed by the Treasury, 








The King’s Speech announces the following Bills: A Bill for amending 
the existing law with regard to education in England and Wales. 
Bills for doting with the law regulating trade disputes, and for amending 
the Workmen’s Compensation Acts ; for the further equalization of rates 
in the metropolis, and for amending the Unemployed Werkmen Act; also 
Bills dealing with the merchant shipping law, for amending and extending 
the Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, for amending the Labourers 
(Ireland) Act, for checking commercial corruption, for improving the law 
regarding certain colonial marriages, for abolishing the property qualifi- 
cation required of county justices in England, and for the prevention of 
plural voting in Parliamentary elections. 


A meeting of the Trade Marks, Patents, and Designs Section of the 
London Chamber of Commerce was held on Friday. The meeting was 
specially convened to consider the draft Statutory Rules and Orders, 1906, 
for the working of the Trade Marks Act, just issued by the Board of 
Trade [discussed by us last week]. It was considered that certain rules 
required revision, and that the fees proposed to be charged were excessive 
and unnecessary. A special committee was appointed to draw up sug- 
gested amendments to the rules, and a request was forwarded to the 
President of the Board of Trade askivg him to receive a deputation on the 
subject. Arrangements were also made to secure the co-operation and 
assistance of other chambers of commerce. 


Mr. Sidney Low, in the Standard, describes the characteristics of the 
Bengali. He says: Many gravitate to the law, and become pleaders, or 
attorneys, or barristers ; for India is a litigious country, and there is some 
sort of a living to be made by a whole host of practitioners, from the 
small cause court lawyer, who touts for clients at two rupees a case, to the 
leader in the Calcutta High Court, who earns an income which would be 
deemed handsome in Lincoln’s-inn. The law is the one profession in 
which the Bengalis more than hold their owa with Europeans. The 
‘black bar” in Calcutta is pushing out the white, which has a pretty 
hard struggle for existence, for the native barrister is sometimes a man of 
real capacity, an able lawyer, a clever cross-examiner, and a first-rate 
forensic orator. The calling suits the Bengali, with his subtlety, his 
ingevuity, and his readiness of speech. And when promoted from the bar 
to the bench he often does very well too. The High Courts and chief 
courts of the various provinces are seldom without native judges, who earn 
the respect of their European colleagues, and much of the minor judicial 
work throughout the county is performed by Hindus ard Mahometans. 








To Execvtors.— VALUATIONS FoR Pronate.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr. ] 

Frxep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr.]} 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Rearsrears tx ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Emereency Aprsat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
? Rora. No. 2. Kexewics. FaRweut. 
Monday, Feb.............26 Mr. Jackson Mr. Theed Mr. Church Mr. R. Leach 
, eS aes 27 Pemberton W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Wednesday Godfrey Theed Church R. Leach 
Thursday, March R. Leach W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Friday ............ Carrington Theed Church R. Leach 
Sati FT cccceese Beal W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buckuey. Joyreor. Swixrex Eapyr. Waeamerox, 
Monday, Feb.............26 Mr. Pemberton Mr. King Mr. Beal Mr. W. Leach 
Rea Jackson Farmer Theed 
Wednesilay ... -....04...28 Pemberton King Beal Farmer 
Thursday, March ..... 1 Jackson Farmer Carrington King 
| Pemberton King Beal Greswell 
Saturiay coceenenseneserese BS Jackson Farmer Carrington Chureh 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Feb. 16, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoarap tr CHANCERY. 

Arnican Fanus, Lusrrep —Petn for winding up, presented Feb 15, directed to be heard 
Feb 27 Bull & Duncan, Old Jewry, solors for petmer. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Feb 36 

Canews, Linirep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 12, directed to be heard at the 
Town Hall, Cardiff, March 8 Poe ck, iff, solor for petners. Buiee of caguanng 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of March | 

Corset Biackwett & Co, Lurrep—Peta for winding up, presented Feb 12, directed to 
be heard Feb 27. Cruesemann & Rouse, Gracechurch st, solors for the Notice 
Sore at reach the above-named not later than 6 o’elcck in afternoon of 


Daaxewatrs, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 15, to send the par 
tioulars, in writing, of their claims or demands, to John Ponsford, 6, Queen st pl, on or 
before March 15, Lyne & Holman, @t Winchester st, solors for liquidator 
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E J Vay Praacu & Co, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, to send 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur J. Van 
, 6, East India av. Pritchard & Sons, Gracechurch st, solors for liquidator 

Eveaypay Exvecraicity Pusiisnixe Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before 
March 3, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts o1 
elaims, to Harry Lloyd Price, 15, Fountain st, Manchester 

International Korgrr Syxpicate, Limitep —Creditors are required, on or before March 
31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

Heaton Thorns, 180, Elms rd, Clapham Park Munns & Longden, Old Jewry, 
solors for liquidator 

Investuext awp Acexcy Co, Linitep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 10, directed 
to be rd Feb 27. Blundell & Co, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st, solors for petners. Notice 
~~ must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

‘eb 26 

Japan anp Catna Synxpicate, Lourep—Creditors are required, on or before April 5, to 
send their names and addiesses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederick Charles Vernon, 16, Gt Winchester st. Samuel & Co, Gt Winchester st, solors 
for liquidator 

Moroz Traxsit Trust. Limirep - Creditors are required, on or before April 6, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A. M. Forbes, 
65, London Wall 

T anv 8 Investments Syxpicater, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Edmund William Janson and Percy Coventry Tarbutt, 23, St Swithin’s In. Ingle & Co, 
Bread st House, solors for liquidators 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb, 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep 1x CHANCERY. 

Barrorvts Nox Skip Tyres, Lonten—Creditora are required, on or before April 3, to 
ne ir names and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Jas. W. 
Olive. 98, Bigh Holborn 

Cotxe Mitt Burtprxe Co, Luurtep - Creditors are required, on or before March 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Stans- 
field, 24, Albert 1d, Colne 

Neasst Ecactzic Liont, Luaten—Creditors are required, on or before March 15, {o send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to M. 
Levinger, 5, London Wall bidgs, Finsbury circus 

O.pnam Tazarees, Limtep—Cr ditors are required, 0n or before March 13, to send their 
names and address s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to E. J. Hills, 53a, 
Shaftesbury av 

SotTos axp Cuzam Brick ayo Tite Works, Linitrp—Creditors are required, on or 
before March 20, to send their names and addrcss«s. and the patticulera of their debts «1 
elaims, to Aithur E. Preston, 65, London Wall. Ward & Co, Gracehurch st, solors for 
liquidator 

Us.imitep 1x CHaNxcery. 

Cuanp Gas Co—Creditors are required, on or before March 16. to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to F. Turner, fecretary of the 
Chard Gas Co 


The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


March 1 —Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrretp, at the Mart, at 2: 
REVERSIONS: 
To a Moiety of the net proceeds of sale of Freehold Estates in Northamptonghiy 
also to £4,000 part of af appointment payable out of such estates ; lady seed 
68. folicitor, T F, Cottam, Esq., Cheltenham. ; 
To One-fourth of a Trust Fund, value £10,500; lady aged 72. Soli itors, Mes: 
Syrett & Sons, London. — 
To Two sevenths of £2,000; gentleman aged 42. Solicitors, Messre, Olafig 
Bartram, & Oldfield, London. , 
To One-half of a Trust Fund. value £1,744 7s 4d.; lady aged 79, Solicitors 
Messrs. Alpe & Ward, London, _— 
To One-fifteenth of a Trust Fund, value £14,057; lady aged 64. Solicitors 
Messrs. Gibson, Usher, & Co., and Messrs. Lumley & Lumley, Londen, . 
LIFE INTEREST of a gentleman aged 33 in £3,000 Deferred Annuity Capital Bas 
India Railway; also REVERSIONARY LIFE INTEREST of fame 
gentleman, receivable on d -cease of a lady aged 62, in One-half of Trust Pandy 
of the estimated value of £20,600; also POLICIES OF ASSURANCE for 
£2,000 on the life of same gentleman ; also REVERRIONARY INTEREST of 
same gentleman in Trust Fands, value £13,750. Solicitors, Messrs, Oldfielg 
Bartram, & Oldfield, London. ‘ 
ANNUITY of £1.0, with Policies; gentleman aged 67. Solicitors, Messrs, Cates « 
Burnand. Brighton. ‘ 
POLICIES for £3,000, £2,000, £2,000, £1,400, £1,000, £500. Solicitors, J. J. Travel 
Esq., Nottingham ; and Messrs, Budd, Johnsons, & Jecks, London. sd 
See advertisements, this week, back page.) 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Crarm, 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Feb. 16. 
Gueen, Saran, Sheffield March 24 Ridley v &mithies, Joyce, J Neal, Shetti-ld 
Morrcrorr, Grorut Tuomas, Sutton Scotney, Wonston, Southampton, Agricultural 
Implement Manufacturer March 16 Thurlow v Morecroft, Wartingion, J Hanis, 
Winchester 
Watkins, Wittiam Tusovore Pirr, Dunston Lodge, Alcombe, Somerset, Sulicitor March 
27 Clingan v Watkins, Buckley and Warrington, JJ Colyer, Clement's inn, Strand 
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Mixes, Antuur, Rearsby, Leicester, Tailor Leicester Pet | Davins, Jexxin Tuomas, and Dav.p Dayies Treharris 


Bankruptcy Notices. " Feb7 Ord Feb 7 


Mires, Percy Atsert, Westgate on Sea, Kent, Builder Ord Feb9 


, 




















Merthyr Tydfil, Jewellers Merthyr Tydfil Pet Febg 


Ord Feb 


Eviot, ArTaur Eanest, Onslow gdns, Hi: h Court Pet Noy 








4 ‘ nae. Ded Canterbury Pet Dec 22 3 
fenton Gonte—Termar, We. 0. Nz ext, Avcust Apotr Henry, Gt 8t Helen’s, Merchant 17. Ord Jan 12 
ADJUDICATIONS. High Couit Pet Dec 22 Ord Feb6 } Farxeci, Wacker, Halifax, Weigh Office Clerk Halifax 
A’Cover, Jons, and Fern A’Cover, Blandford, Dorset, Nozeury, Anraunx, Queen Victoria st, Stock Dealer High _ Pet Feb 8 Ord Feb 8 
Hauliess Dorchester Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 ‘ Court Pet Sept 14 Ord Jan3l — Fuwier, G Verxox, Phoenix st High Court Pe 
Airosp, Aginvr, Melbury. Dorset, Licensed Victualler PAtuex, Watter Hancovur Denning rd, Hampstead, Nov 28 Ord Feb7 F 
isbury Pet Feb7 1d Feb7 Eogineer High Court Pet May12 Ord Feb6 Gress, Haray, Boultham, Liner, Farmer Lincoln Pet 
Asutox, Wii.1m, Chapel en le Frith, Derby, Manufacturer PAEKE#, ALFnED, Willescen Gieen, Builder High Court Feb9 Ord Feb 9 
Stich Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 6 3 Pet Feb3 OrdFeb3 Gairrix, Cusistisa Lesisia, Swanage. Boarding Hous 
Bauxee, Groncr, Thorpe Hesley. rr Rotherham, Yorks, P#4sce, Bexsamix, Machynil+th, Montgomery, Watch- Keep:r_ Poole Pet Feb 8 Od Feb8_ 
i Six ffield Pet Feb6 Ord Febo . . maker Aberyst#yil Pet Feb 2 Ord Feb Ande Hawpon, Freper ¢ k, Brondesbary rd, Kiiburn High 
Braue, Taomss, Southchurch Beach, Southend on Kea Porrer, Witiiam TH As, Sussex pl, Bouth Kensington, Pet Sept 29 Ord Feb 2 
Builder Chelmsford Pet Fet Ord Feb 3 : Corn Merchant High Court Pet Dec 20 Ord Feb 2 f ALEXaxpEn, Newcaste on Tyne, Greengrocer 
Bisackuovs, Saucer, Grozor Buscxmooe, James Buacx- 2 2#8*uanx, Ext, Menchester, Commission Agent Manchester Newcastle on Tyne Pet Feb9 Ord Feb9 3 
uoor, and Jesern Biackmuoon, Pekall, Staffa, Brick Feb7 Ord Feb7 . ‘ as Hiacarns, Harty Gorvon, Leigh on Sea, Esrex, Architect 
Msnu‘sctures Waleall Pet Feb5 Ord Feb. Price, Go Hexny, Weymouth, Pianoforte Tuner ‘helmsford Pet Dec12_ Ord Heb 7 
Boos, Tuomas, Gt Habtun, Yanks fcaiborough Pet Feb schester Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 - , , | Jakvis, AiberT, Crores in Hand, Waldrvn, Sussex, Brick- 
5 Ord Feb5 4 pee Reep, . at Coldbeck, Cumberland Carlisle Pet Feb 5 P res on Wy wes tg’ bs ,o8 Keb 8 Shopfitters High 
™ , Jou AMIX ediord nkeer Sea dford Oid Feb5 : enkick & Crocker, Borough gh st, Sho ters 
: “et Feb? “ond Feb 7 =Reetioel, Iectberger Baetieed | oo ices x, Evwis Cuagies, Aber stwyth, Cardigan, Court Pet Jan9 0.d Feb9 ie 
Ceawsnaw, Craniotrs, feaford, Sussex, Boarding Greengrocer Aberystwyth Pet Feb1 Ord Feb7 Jones, Thomas Epwaup, Caerau, Glam, Draper Cardiff 
Bouse Keeper Lewes Pet Jan 20 Ord Feb5 ~~ Boscs, Tuomas, and Wittiam Roacu, ene oe cres, _ Pet Feb7 Ord Feb 8 - : 
Crier, Gevncr Girerer, Zourne, nr Andover, > Fuses, Ey Caitage Contractors igb Court ee Gronor Hexery, York York Pet Feb8 On 
P lishury Dot b& Ord Febé ? tFeb7 Orc eb 7 rebs = 
Dy ae Waren Bi. sey, Q — M nails grove, Stren, Wittiam, Webber st, Lambeth, Shop Fitter High | McNein, ALexanper, Brynmawr, Brecon, Draper Tredegar 
y Park High Court Pet Jani Ord Feb5 © . Court Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 Pet Jan 27 Ord Feb 10 


Eieves. Janes, Umirevilie rd, Haningay, Agent’s Clak ©" 





askLAND, Water, Blaencwm, Treherbert,Glam, Collier Peay son, Freperick Vincent, theftield, Jeweller Rhettield 


‘oust Pet Feb& Ord Feb 5 utypridd Pet Feb 5 Oad Feb 5 Pet Feb 10 Oud Feb 10 
sea pee os —. fe bong? > ; i ls Zant TD) Erarer, Marruzw, Monkgate, York, Cabdriver York | Rayworts, Groner, New Basford, Nottingham, Plumber 
’ » IEL, ac m ju Bary, Glam, Boot Dealer 1 E Y x, Ni 
Caséi@® Pet Feb Ord Feb Pet Feb6 Ord Feb : Nottingham Pet Keb6 Ord Feb 8 . ome 
Foviere, Janne Jacxson, St Nets, Hunts, Draper Bed- Stoney, Fuep, Silverdale, Dinningtoo, nr Rotherham, opens, WILLIAM Stanvise O' Gravy, Colehbiil In, Fu m 
fod Pet Janis Oribebs ; Yorks, Miner Steffield Pet Feb6 Ord Feb6 Palace 1d, Shipping Clerk High Court Pet Feo 6 
Gasserr, Hesey, Wy Ge Green, Butt n ( idfield, Warwick, 140¢As, Tuomas, Glyncorrwg, Glam, Licensed Victuzller Ord Feb8 ; aia 
Builder Bumingham Pet Jani9 Ord Feb7 F Neath Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 Sacer, Roverr Fosren, Oswaldtwistle, Jane 4, Roller 
Gostusx, Heexer Ma ew, Suansea Swansea Pet 1 s, Witveiw Feaxcis, Duke st, Manchester eq High Coverer Blakburn Pet Feb Ord Feb 9 
Webs 0.4 Feb5 Court Pet Nov6é Ord Feb1 Eats, Cannes Stewart, Penarth, Glam Me. chant 
Guerx, Mautix. Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer Bheffield Pet WAY? Furperick Geonor, Farmborot gh, Somerset, Cardiff Pet Feb 7 Ord Feb? - 
Febé Ona ¥ebé Butcher Wells Pet Feb 5 Ord FebS . Tukeppen, James, Son & Co, Lower Thames # ig’ 
Gereswoow, Juors Cou v1 of, Bustle. Lanes, Clothier’s Wit", Anruus Jauzs. Barrow in Purnees, Grocet Barrow Court Pet Jan 2} Ord Febs pe 
Manager Liverpwl Pet Feb 5 Ord Veb 6’ y in Furness Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 —— Wukarcucrt, James Ennesr, Strckport, Grocer PUK 
Baemxe, Tsouse Heser, Crewton, Derby, Builder Derly WwW James Peecy, Walton on the Nuze, Mineral Water port Pet Feb 9 Oud Feb 9 , 
PARbD1 Ord Feb5 F ! . Manuf - wer “- — er 4 Pet b 4 Oid See ” vere b dee i, Favergort, Coach Proprietor LAverpod 
v c gtk ah Const ot 4 7 V aus, Davin, Porth, Glam, Fruiterer ontypriac et Feb Od Feb t 
er 5 tm a, Se i ™ Pea Feb 7 Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 ; Wurtenovse, James, ‘Tipton Dudley Pet Jan 9 Ord 
Biu.sx, Josvrnu Gavwiwr, Catiod Greenwich Pit Ot 5 Wo0v, Hexny, Winchmore Hill, Builder Edmonton Pet Feb 8 i 
Ord Feb’ . J ba Woovnkan, Joux, and Joseru Woonnnan, Ashton nm 


July 13 Ord Feba 


Minerisz. Ezes, South Fimesll, Yorks, Ds sper Wakefiel Lindon Gazette, — Ti 
RECKIVING ORDERF 


Pet Feb 6 O14 Ved 


eavpay, Feb, 14. Lyne, Stonemasons Athwn under Lyne Pet Febo 
Ord Fib 9 


oe Oder Tween Abeshass Pot A RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND 
¥evS Ord ¥eb 5 A Avnasmu, Northampton, Draper Northampton Pet ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 
Jonus, Hewrueny. Bisenan Veriniog, ‘ rymen Port Vib 9 Ord Feb : 
ae Pe VebS Uni Feb ee J Veevounicn Rowman, Daslingion, Brick'ayer ttockin | Dowsnam, Pati, Chrishall, Enwex, Farmer q “yen 
Jownst, Jovas Mriton, Bromley, lrots, Builder Leeds n Tees Vet Feb Ond Feb 8 Ree Ord aud Adjud April 15, 1906 Rese and Anu 
Pea Yeo O16 ¥en 6 Bur Jous Hessy, Dartington, Joiner Btu.ckton on Tee ¥eb 10 
Kees, Gavncr, Foye Quay Truro, Cornwall, Coachbuilder Pe Vebs Ord Feb : VIRST MEWIINGS 
Tiere PAVHE Ord Vb6 Cuarmas Jous Gorm, Birkenhead, Cottum Bri kaw’ Clerk » 08 an 
Lewis, 4acun, Leots, Clipper Maker leeds Pet Feb & Kiukerhesad Patan lt Ord bs A.vniwvor, © P, Summersdale, Chichester eb 22 at¢ 
saded Craveon, Uesey, Claygate, Burrey, Builder Kingston, itwe, 4, Pavilion bldge, Biighton a. ae 
Leones. Conseiive. Thomas, Bwana, Lécensed Y ictagiier uniey Pet Veb® Oid Febo Aantor, Wit.tiam, Chepel en le Frith, De : yy, : y uufee 
Pet Janis Ord Feb 5 Cuaze, Cusuces Wittiau, Watney eat, Comme clal id, turer Feb 2@atit Of Rec, Custle ehmbra, ©, eran 
Marx, Roveer Comronis, 014 Witiisw He nson Mane, Viuiterer HighCourt Pet Feb@ Ord Febs wt, Mtock port ; Chartered Mame 
Bantdk, Malteters Gt Yarmouth J: Coometny, Kivens, Aneiell, Lytham, Lanes, Vain Agent | Buanoman, James, Werneth, Cheabire, Charter 


Jenii Ord Fes: Piettum Vet dang Od Febo aut Keb 2let% Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
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Boca, Thomas, Gt Habton, Yorks Feb 2lat4 74, New- 
borough, Scarborough . ‘ 
Borros By, Heney, Trowbridge Wilts, Newspaper. Pro- 
prietor Feb 21 at 12.15 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, 
stol = 
OB ng Grorck Henry, Woodse ats, Sheffie’ a, Innkeeper 
Feb 21 at 113) Off Rec, Figtree lo, Sheffi id : 
Burton, MarTHew, aamage, (east. ge pen , Feb 
at il Oif Rec. 23, King Edward st, Mace estek 
ae. Geratv Paw er, Hythe, Kent March 1 at 9.3) 
Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Burcars, GEORGE STANLEY Pcp y a lk, Bu lder 
Feb 2iat4 Off Rec, 8, fing st, Norwich 
wis, ALBERT Epwarp, Kidderminster, General Dealer 
ag Feb 21 at 11 pm. Comat on + ee! 
axsos, Herpert, Stockport, Picture Framer Feb 23 at 
~—- Of Ree, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 
Qucxoaort, Joun BenJsamis, Bradford, Innkeeper Feb 21 
at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Coorer, Sipxey, Aston, Birm miners Butcher Feb 21 at 
122 191, Corporation st, Birmingham ; 
Corx, Caartes Ricnarv, Porthill, Longport, Staffs, 
‘) Plumber Feb 2iat11.80 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, 
Stafford : 
Qeaze, CHARLES Witiram, Watrey st, Commercial nd, 
Fruiterer Feb 23 at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Exparer, Joux Freverick, Folkestone, Boarding House 
Keeper Marl at 9 Off Rec, 63, Castle st, Canter- 
bury 2 
Eur, Agtnur Ernest, Onslow gdns Feb 2éati11 Bank- 
raptey blégs, Carey st 
Buus, Farpericx Cavenpisu, Beeston, Notts, Waste 
Feb 23 at 11 Off Ree, 4, Castle pJ, Park st, Nottingham 
Faaxent, Warker, Halifax, Weigh Office Clerk Feb 21 
3 Off Rec, Town Hall chmbrs, Halifax 
a. G Vexnos, Phoeaiz st Feb 26 at 12 
bldgs, Carey st 
Gut, F W, South Norwood hill, Builder Feb 21 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Gutwors, Anna Exizasetn, Colville ter, Bayswater, 
Boarding house Keeper Feb 28 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey +t 
Green, ALEXANDER, Hastings, Grocer Feb 21 at12 Off 
Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
, 4, g ; : 
Geers, Hagny, Boultham, Lines, Farmer Feb 22 at 12.3) 
Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 
Garey, Marrix, Masborough, Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer 
Fed 2tat3.30 Off Rec, Figtiee In, Sheffield 
Gases, Henry, Martin's ln, Iron Merchant Feb 27 at 12 
Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 
Hawous, Faupericx, Brondesbury rd, Kilburn Feb 27 at 
li Bankruptcy bldgs Carey st 
Heuxmasx, Maava, Palac2 Hotel, Kensington March 2 
ati2 Bankruptcy b!dgs, Carey st ; 
prey ) P 
Hersvex, ALEXANDER, Neweastle on Tyne, Gieengrocer 
Feb 21 at 11 Off Rec, 39, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
‘Tyne 
Hicxsox, Taomas. Kingston upon Hull, Boot Dealer 
Feb2latil Od Rec, Trinity House m, Hull 
Hicains, Harry Goxpox, Leigh on Sea, Essex, Architect 
Feb2lat3 14, Bedford row 
Jexeioxk & Crocker, Borough High st, Shop Fitters 
March 2at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st : 
Jones, Joun, Cheddar, Somerset, Coal Merchant Feb 21 
atl2 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Ki.vixetos, Geornas Hesry, York Feb 22at3 Off Rec, 
The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
Levy, Rosert, Rye In, Peckham, Fruiterer Maich | at 
2.32 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
I W PP Lasone, Brerorece! t 1 
ueWwis, WILLIAM ansons, Evercreech, Somerset, Coa 
Eostest Feb 21 at 11,30 Of Kec, 25, Baldwin st, 
risto! 
Monnet Jouy, Ludg ate hill 
bidgs, Carey st 
Toxo, Evoak Cuarces, Sheffield, Publishe: 
Of Ree, Figtree lo, Sheffield 
Mayor, Rowranv, Catford, Grover Feb 28 at 11.39 32, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Mites, Anruvn, Rearsby, Leivvst 
Of Ree, 1, Berridge st, Lei } 
Narterwoop, Arrava, Keclestieid, nr Shetlield, Grocer 
s Feb 2Lati2 Uff Rec, Pigtree ln, Sheffield 
Pranic . Brsvauix, Machynl.th, Mou gomery, Watch- 
maker Feb 23 at 12.90 ‘Towa Hall, Aberystwyth 
Penve, Frascis Haray, Frome, Somerset, Lronm.nger 
d Feb 21 ati245 Of Ree, 2‘, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Pir, Exvest Avvarp Re sv, Biemingham, G.ocer Feb 
22at12 191, Corporation st, Binwwgham 
Pouurr, Wititam, Edgeley, Stockport, Carter Feb 23 at 
. 1230 Off Rec, Castle chmbre, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 
Presa AN, Ext, Manchester, Commission Agent Feb 22 at 
3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
se) INN, Faancis James, Padibam, Lance, Clothlooker Feb 
Bati130 Court house, Burnley 
on hey Catdbeck, Cumberland Feb 21 at 12 Off 
b, Sd, Fisher st, Carliak 
R OUARDSuN, Epwin Cnhan.es, Aborystwyth, Cardigan, 
Gireengrocer seb 25 at 12.45 Town Hall, Aber) stwyth 
Roaca, ‘Titowas, and) Witisam Roacu, Gollingwon cres 
St Pancias, Gen ral Car awe Contiactors Feb 21 at iz 
; Bankruptcy blige, arey st 
Rounw1 5, Witutam Sranpisu O'Gaavy, Cob hill la, Fulham 
Palace rd, Shipping Clerk Feb 26 at 12) Baukruptey 
bidga, ( arey at 
Rowinson, Acnear, Stockebridge, Yorks, Miueral Water 
wy Feb 21 aj 1280 Of Ree, Figtree lo, 
Rousing, Tukopone Cassiua, Red Lion aq Feb 23 at ds 
Bankruptey bidwa 
a, Wittiam James, Hungerford, Berke, Fruitere: 
eb 22ah1115 1, St Aidate’s, Oxfud 
Broney, Frep, Dinniogton, ar Rotherham, Yorks, Miner 
tT Fob 2h atl Oif Reo, Figtree ln, Shy tlleld 
HOMPHON, Rowetr Kowanp, Cromer, Hotel Keeper Feb 
t 21 at 3.90 Off Reo, 8, King «bt, Norwich 
HakboRA, James, Son, & Co, Lower ‘Nhames st Feb 23 at 
, th Banta wproy bldwa, Carey ot 
Vai WAN, Riouanp, Aberayon, G1 m, Grocer Feb 22 atte 
Olf Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


Jankruptcy 


Feb 28 at 2.30 Bankrupicy 


Fe 21 at 11 
























Vick, Cuarres Victor, Chichester, Grocer Feb 21 at 12.30 
132, Yorn rd, Westmiaster Bridge 

Weaver, Fareverick Gzorcs, Farnborough, Somerset, 
Buteher Feb 21 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol - 

Waite, Wittiam, Liverpool, Coach Proprietor Feb 21 at 
11.39 Off Ree, 33, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wicks, James Paxcy, Walton on the Naze, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Feb 23 at2 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Wittiams, Davio, Porth. Giam, Fuiterer Feb 21 at 12 
135, High st, Merthyr ‘Tydfil 

Woop, Grorar, Birmingham, Baker Feb 22 at 11 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

Wrywnse, Mary Any, Sheftield, Grocer Feb2iat3 Off Rec, 
Figtree In, theflield 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Ases, Anrau, Northampton, Draper Northampten Pet 
Feb9 Ord Feb 9 

3oyp, Faeperick Norman, Darlington, Bricklayer Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet Feb 8 Ord Feb8 

Soyo, Jonn Henay, Darlington, Joiner Stcckton on Tees 
Pet Feb8 Ord Feb8 

Brayiey, Ricuasp Wooracort, Church Park, Mumbles, 
Builder Swansea Pet Dec 29 Ord Feb 9 

Coorer, Sipxgy, Aston, Bamingham, Butcher Birming- 

Pet Dec7 Ord Feb 10 

Counsett, Francis Attex, Edmonton, Grocer High 
Court Pet Jan16 Ord Feb 9 

Cox, Epwarp Ixaresy, Golden In, Window Glass Mer- 
chant High Court PetJan 29 Ord Feb 9 ‘ 

Craze, jCHARLES Writiam, Watney st, Commercial rd 
Fruiterer High Court Pet Feb8 Ord Feb8 

Davies, Jexxtn fuomas, and Davipo Daviss, Treharris, 
Merthye Tydfil, Jewellers Merthyr Tydii Pet Feb9 
Ord Feb 9 

Farnewy, Wacker, Halifax, Weigh Ottice Clerk Halifax 
Pet Feb8 Ord Febs 

Farrewu, Jomx, St George's sy High Court Pet Jan 3 
Ord Feb 10 

Frera, Joszes, Beeston Hull, Leeds, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Leeds Pet Janl7 Ord Feb8 

Fresxcu, Joseru, Newcastle on Tyne, Estate Agent New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Jani2 Ord Fel 8 

Grees, Atexanper, Hastings, Grocer Hastings Pet Dee 
18 Ord Feb 10 

Grees, Harry, Boultham, Lines, Farmer Lincola Pet 
Feb9 Ord Feb9 

Grirrrs, Caegistisa Letrria, Swanage, Boarding House 
Keeper Poole Pet Feb8 Ord Feb8 

Hersurx, Atexayper, Newcastle on Tyne, Greengrocer 
Newcastie on Tyne Pet Feo9 Ord Feb9 

Hawirt, Janes Eowry, Hockley, Birmingham, Jewel Case 
Maker Birmingham Pet Jan 24 Ord feb 10 

Hosmany, Cart, Catherine ct, Seething In, Druggist's 
Sundriesman High Court Pet Jan1 Ond Feb lu 

Jastonsky, Leo, Shettield, Tailor Sheffield Pet Jan 10 
Oud Feb 8 

Jones, Taomas Evwaarp, Caerau, Glam, Draper Cardiff 
Pet Feb 7 Ord Feb 8 

Kitviserox, Georce Henray, York York Pet Feb 8 
Ord Feb 8 

Larkins, Henay Beatram, and Reainatp Harty, & Mary 
Axe, Merchants High Court Pet Jan3 Ord Feb 10 

MecNeit, ALEXANDeR, Brynmawr, Brecon, Draper Tredegar 
Pet Jan v7 Ord Feb 10 

Mumrosp, Watrer Epwarp, Wood Green, Cuntractor 
Edmonton Pet Jan 26 Ord Feb 8 5 

Orro, Evwarp Cuaries Frepsricx, Chestnut grove, 
a Wandsworth Pet Aug 30 Ond 
Feb9 

Parker, Annie, and Fiora Parker, Liandhdno, Dealer in 
Fancy Goods Bangor Pet Jan 31 Ord Feb 8 

Pearson. Farprricx Viscent, Shettield, Jeweler Shefttield 
Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 

Raaavoriu, Groxor, New Basford, Nottingham, Plum der 

otungham ret Feb6é Ord Feb8 

Roprars, WILLIAM Stasxpisn O Gravy, Colehill In, Futham 
Palace rd, shipping Cherk High Court Pet Feb 8 
Oid Febs 

Saargn, Ronerr Fosree, Oswaldtwistle, Lanc?, Roller Coverer 
Biackburn Pet Feb Ord Fed 9 

Swrra, A.rarp Hesxy Cray Manor Park, Essex, Hosier 
High Court Pet bY Ord Pedy 

Suiru, Cuagies Srewart, Penarth, Glam, Merchant 
Caniitf Pet Feb7 Ori Febd7 

Sryayv, Witam Arraro, Whitley, Northumberland, 
Builder Newcastle on Tyne Pet Janis Oni Feds 

Towcuiy, Faso, Tring. Herts, Booumaker aylesbury Ord 
Jan iS Pet Feds 

Warpr, Eowanv Vivias, The 20th Century Club, Stanle 
gdns, Clab Proprietor High Court Pet Dee 15 0 
Feb 10 

Wuxarororr, Jaues Eanasr, Stockport, Grocer Stockport 
Pet Feb 9 Ord Feb? 

Wun, Wiitias, Liverpool, Coach Proprietor Liverpool 
Pet Fed 9 Ord Feo 9 

Waurrguouse, Jawes, Tipton, Staffs Dudley Pet Feb 9 
Ord Feb 10 

Woovaagav, Jonyx, aud Joseeu Woopneav, Ashton under 
Lyne, stonemasons Ashton under Lyne Pet Feb 9 
Ord Feb 9 


Amended notice substi uted for that published in the 
London Gazette of FLD 2 


Boutp, Agruve, Mo eley Village, ar W: lverhamptop, 
Grocer Wolverhampton Pet Jan 2 Oni Jan 29 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gasetie of Feb 9 
Beane, Thomas Wititam, Southchurch Beach, Southead on 

Sea, Buildie Chelmaford Pet BebS Ord Peo 8 


London G asette.~ Fairway, Ped, 16, 


RECEIVING ORDERS, 


Anaut, Twowaa, and RiowAnw Anans, Beeston, Notts, 
Hutchera Nottingham let Jaa li Oal Poby 

Avariy, Auuaose Puarr, Vyse at, Birmi agharn, Jewell. 
Birmingham Pet Fob 4a Onl Feb 4 





Beriper, BJ G 8, Ha’stead, Essex High Court Pet Jan 
16 Ord Feb 13 

Bisuor, W, Hampton in Atden, Warwick, Cabinet Maker 
Birmingham Pet Jan 27 Ord Feb 12 

Buata, Joux, Catford, Commercial Traveller Greenwich 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Boyss, Gxrorce Axpessos, Balifax Halifax Pet Feb 12 
Ord Feb 12 

Barwar, Lawey Burnley, Hawker Burnley Pet Feb 12 

‘eb 12 

Barstow, Wit.iam, Gloucester Cabinet Maker (Gloucester 
Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 

Baoox, Jostan, Normanton, Black-mith’s Striker Wake- 
field Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Beotuertos, James, Rypley, Yorks, Farmer York Pet 
Feb 14 Ord Feb i4 

Browss, Wu Joss, Heigham, Norwich, French 
Polisher Norwich Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 

Cuitp, Georez James, Friern barnet Barzet Pet Feb 
10 Ord Feb 10 

Cotrmasx, Hexry, Gateshead, Fruit Merchant Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Cottms, Ricuarp, Pontypridd, Collier Pu ntypridd Pet 
Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Caoss, W H, Fulbam 14, Shirtmaker High Court Pet 
Jan 25 Ond Feb 13 

Deax, Witiiam, Halifax, Privter Halifax Prt Feb 10 
Ord Feb 10 

Dockixc, Lawrence Sipsey, and Peecy Wituam Dockise, 
Southampt.n, Printers Svuthampton Pet Feb 13 


Ord Feb 13 
Daaxrietp, Jous, Burnley, Clogger Burnley Pet Feb 13 


Eu ag on - E Streatham, Photographic A 

Lis, Francis Epwis, ™m, aphie Artist 
Wandsworth Pet Jaly 17 Ord Oct 5 

F.iowee, James, Abercanoid, Merthyr Tydfil, Timberman 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb14 Ord Febi4 

Foster, Henry, Waraop, Notts, Greengrocer Nottingham 


Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 4 
on Thames, Oxford, Grocer 


Garpaer, Faas, W: 
Oxford Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 14 

GrsaRit, Georer Farperice, Brentwood, Wine Merchant 
Chelmsford Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Gairrix, Mask Witttus, Swindon Swindon Pet Feb 12 
Ord Feb 12 

Haptey, Rosset. Rendham, Suffolk, Market Gardener 
Ipswich Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Haruis. Rugses, Greyhound rd, Fulham, Glazier High 
Comt Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Haynes, Jesse, jun, Wellington, New Wortley, Leeds, 
Baker Leeds Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 

Hors, Artava Peace, Clayton, Limes, Chemist Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Joxe-, Groses, Liandudao, Draper Bangor Pet Jan 3) 
Urd Feb 14 

Layoucx, Joax, Barnley, Cabinet Maker Burnley Pet 
Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Lixroot, Hasman Ricaagpsox, Leeds, Comm'ssion Agent 
Leeds Pet Jan27 Ord Feb 13 

Mippuetos, Tuomas Eyas, Heaton Norris, Lancs Stockpa:t 
Pet Fedi4 Ord Feb 14 

Nasa, Jonas, Waterlooville, Hants, Coal Merchant Ports- 
mouth Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 

Negace, Tuomas. Gemsworth, Yorks, Builder Wakefield 
Pet Feb2 Ord Feb lt 

Ne sox, Naisoy, and Jony Jaxxivs Nes ox, Aberystwyth, 
Builders Aberystwyth Pet Fedl2 Ord Feb 

Pace, Rosgar Rotayp, Watford, Herts, Electrician St 
Albaus Pet Feb t2 Ond Feb 2 

Parker & Co, A, East Sheen. Electrical Engineers Wands- 
worth Pet Jan 22 Ord Feb 15 

Parrerr, Wares Jonx, Soutactown, Gt Yarmouth Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Jan2 Ord Febis 

Percn, Geoncs Fraxe.s, Craisebsimd, Hexey, Lines, 
Farmer Liccon Pet Feb14 Ord Feb i 

Pornam, Cuaates Jons, Glen Baatk, 
Northampton, Plumber Northampton 
Ord Feb 4 

Pow ri, Arreep, Catford, Builder's Merchant Greenwich 
Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 

Purses, Witiutam Cuaisroruen, Liseard, Clerk Birkenhead 
Pet Febi2 Ord Fib la 

Sees, Joux, Gorieston, Norfolk, Coal Merchant @t Yar- 
mouth Pet FebiS Ord Feb 13 

Srropine, Acrasp, Chickenley Heath, ar Dewsbary, Mop 
Manufactmee Dewsbury Pet Febi2 Ocd Fed 12 

Sroxe, Epeaa, Neweastle under Lyme Hanley Pet Jan 
SO Ord Feb 12 

Swaix, Jows Lacey, Kingston. Hereford, Woollen Maau- 
facturer Leominster Pet Feb ld Onl Ped 

Tayi oa, Racer, Leicester, Pork Butcher Leicester Pet 
Fib12 Ord Fed la 

Wass Joux, Putney “Wandsworth Pet Jan 22 
d 13 

Tuackaay, Cuaaies, Scotter, near Kuaresborough, Yorks, 
Provisioa Dealer York Pet Feb 12 Ord Feo 12 

Tas Posuc Woeaxs Co, Victoria st, Westminster, Coa- 
tacturs High Court Pet Deo d Und Fed is 

Tnoxrsex, Joax, Thormaby om Tees, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler Stocktoa on Tas Pet Pb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Taouesox, Witutam, Nuneaton, Pork Buccher Coventzy 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Fed lv 

Wattace, Witiiam, Pendiedary, Lanes, Physician Salford 
Pet Fed 22 Urd kdb 2 

Weirorn, Taowas Asnam, Scaling, ar Loftea, Yorka, 
Farmer Stockton oa Tees Pes he 12 Ord Fed 

Wissen Teomas Hexey, Shedlield Shelfiekl Pet Fed 4 
Ord Feb 4 

Amended notice substituted for that published im the 
Landon Gaaette of Jan 23 

Fever, Jouxn Wraian, Adiivom gdns, Kensington, Wi e 

Merchant High Court Pet Deed Ord Jaa 9 
FIRS? MBE CINGS. 

A’Covar, Joux, and Parse A Douar, Blandford, Dore, 
Havhers Fed at at 2 Od Reo, City chmdes, Catherine 
st, Sale bary 

Amanose, Riowage, Bhimbdy, Cumberland, Hosiery Mane- 
fwcturer Feb vdat 245 (oar hows, Usckermmoata 

Reaver, BJ GS. Habwead, Beex Manh | at NM 
Bankruptey Nidgs, Carey st 


Weill \° 
Pet Fed MM 
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Boyp, Freprricx Normay, Darlin 
Feb @at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


Born, Joux Henry, Darlington, Joiner Feb 28 at 3 Off 


Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


Brotnerton, James, Birthwaite Farm, Ripley, Yorks, 
Farmer March 1 at 2.30 Off Rec, The Red House, 


Duncombe pl, York 


pee Wituiam Joux, Heigham, Norwich, French 


sher Feb 26at1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


Caxz, Emaxvet Jonx, Buckland Newton, Dorset, Dairy- 
Feb 27 at 2.15 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine 


man 
st, Salisbury 


CoLemay, wf Newcastle on Tyne, Fruit Merchant Feb 


26 at 11 ff Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon e 
Corrie, Grorce Tuomas, Cardiff, Cycle Agent eb oP at 
3 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Cross, W H, Fulham rd, Shirt Maker Feb 27at1 Bank- 
ruptev bidgs, Carey st 
Davies, Jexxin Tuomas, and Davin Davies, Treharris, 
Merthyr ‘i ydfil, Jewellers Feb 26 at 12 135, High st, 
Merthyr Tydfil 
De Fate, Curistrax, Cheltenham Feb 24 at3,15 County 
Court bi¢gs, Cheltenham 
Dopp, Henry, Liverpool, Builder Feb 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
35, Vietoria st, Liverpool 
Evass, Daxter, Cadoxton juxta Barry, Boot Dealer Feb 
24at11 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Goatuax, Hvezer Matruew, Swansea Fib 27 at 11.39 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Gerrris, Mark Wit.iam, Swindon Feb26at11 Otf Rec, 
e 38, oy ys Swindon 
BIFFiTHS, Mary Ann, Tenby, Pembroke, Grocer Feb 24 
at 1230 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen ‘ 
Cane, Wastes Maxwett, Penrhos Issaf, Brymbo, 
» Innkeeper Feb 26 at 11.7 i 
we, 4 Pp 1.°0 ‘he Priury, 
Harries, Wiit1am Burier, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Produce 
Mer t Feb 24 at 11.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 


en 
Hagpgisox, Exias, Whittington Moor, nr Chesterfield 
Builder Feb 24 at il Off Rec. 47, Fullst, Derby 
Haywes, Jesse. jun, Leds, Baker Feb 26 at 11.30 Off 
Rer, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Horxiys, Tuomas Hewxay, Bedford, Fruiterer Feb 24 at 12 
Ree, Bridge st. Northampton 
Hueues, Catuenine, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Grocer Feb 26 
at345 Briii-h Hotel. Bangor 
Jowzs, Tuomas Epwarp, Caerau, Glam, Draper Feb 23 at 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Lrsroot, Harman Ricuaxpsos, Briggate, Leeds, Traveller 
Web 26 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
McNzit, Avexaxper, Brynmawr. Brecon, Draper Feb 27 
2 at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Nasu, Jonas, Waterlooville, Hants, Coal Merchant Feb 27 
at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portamouth 
Parker, AXNIE, and Fioza Parker, Liandudno, Dealers in 
we Goods Feb 26 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
Parker, Saucer Morais, Salisbury, Tobacconist Feb 27 at 
1 Off Kec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
Bocers, Hersert Caantes, Harzy Gurxey Jones, 
Burlington av, Kew gdns, Builders Feb 27 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Surro, Cuantes Stewant, Penarth,Glam, Me-chant Feb 
2 at1l 117, 8 Mary st, Cardiff 
Stevens, Pexcy, Ludlow, salop, House Furnisher Feb 26 
at10 4, Corn sq, Leominster 
Sromz, Evcaz, Newcastle under Lyme, Licensed Victualler 
Feb 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Stafford 
Taxioz, James, Blackpool Feb 23 at 11 Off Rec, 14, 
Chapel st, Preston 
Teacxeeay, Cuagizs, Scrotton, nr Knaresborough, Grocer 
— at 239 Off Rec, The Bed House, Duncombe pl, 


Tusomrsox, Wiii1am. Nuneaton, Warwick, Pork Butcher 
Feb 26 at 1145 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
Town er, Ricuanp, Lancaster, . Feb 26 at 10.30 
_ Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Usprewoov, Waiter Epwix, Whitwick, L-ic2rter Draper 
wire Mat 11 Off Bec, 47, Full st, Derby ‘ 
atsos. Natnax, Bishop Auckland, i eb 26 at < 
Off Rec, 3, Manor 1 Bunderland oe ree 
Warreuover, Janes, Horsley rd, Staffs Feb 27at1l Off 
Rec, 199, Wolverhampton et, Dudley 
Woovnean, Joux,.and Josereun Woovuzap, Ashton under 
e, ae Masons Feb 24 at11 Off Rec, Byiom st, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Biase, Jonx, Catford, © ial miler G ries 
Pu eb 12 Ord Feb ~ rrr. Traveller Greenwich 


Borges, Grorce Axprnsc ~, Halif; M P 
Pe Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 Mem pple asin 
Beamuart, Humpueey Exviis, Shaf av. Music Hall 


ary 
Ord Feb 12 


x High Court Pet Oct 21 
Beiwwor urnley, Hawker Burnley Pet Feb 12 


AYID, 
re Ord Feb 12 
“iss, Tuomas Atyerp, Uxbridge rd, West Ealing, Book- 
wcller Brentford Pet Jan2 Ord ¥eb10. 
Buwrow, Wii114m, Gloucester, Cabi Maker 
k —— 14 Ord Feb 14 
200K, Josian. Normanton, Blackemith’ ike; ake- 
pott, Pet Heb 12 Urd Feb 12 eee ee 
BOTHERTOS, Janes, Bipley, Yorks, , 
- a ia ord _ 2 pley orks, Farmer York Pet 
ROWSE, utiam Joux. Heigham, Norwich, French 
Pp Norwich Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 saa 


Gloucester 


Cup, Groece James, Friern Barnet r 
aba Barnet Pet Feb 10 
Coremax, Hexzy, Gateshead, Fruit Merchant Newcastle | 


ona Pkg: LES POM Pontypridd Pet 
ae. ;* 4, Om Cardiff, Oyde Agent Cardiff 
pan Wats, Ne, ‘iit Halifax _ 
non 10 


Pet Feb 10 
Laweexce 61pxrey, 


end Peecy Wuasau 
Dockixe, Southampton, Print 
¥o 13 Ord Fe — ers ~Bouthampton PA 


ton, Durham, Bricklayer 


Deanrietp, Jonx, Burnley, Clogger Burnley Pet Feb 13 
Ord Feb 13 


Dvuepae, Josers, Cherry Tree, nr Blackburn, Boot Maker 
Blackburn Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 13 
Dysox, Joux, Linthwaite, nr Huddersfield, Innkeeper 
Huddersfield Pet Jan22 Ord Feb 10 s 
Fiower, James, Abercanaid, Merthyr Tydfil, Timberman 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb 14 b 14 . 
Foster, Henry, Warsop, Notts, Greengrocer Nottingham 
Pet Feb 14_ Ord Feb 14 4 4 
Fryer, Jonw Wriiam, Addison gdns, Kensington, Wine 
Merchant High Court Pet Dec 21 Ord Feb 13 
Girrorp, Hexry, Harlow, Essex, Farmer High Court 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Feb9 
Grxce.., Grorce Frepericx, Brentwood, Wine Merchant 
Chelmsford Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 
Canes, Bees Wi.u1am, Swindon Swindon Pet Feb 12 
re e 


Geirrmius, Mary Ayn, Tenby, Pembroke, Grocer Pembroke 
Dock Pet Jan22 Ord Feb 12 

Haptey, Rosert, Rendham, Suffolk, Market Gardener 
Ipswich Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Harvyeis, Turopsitus Wit11am Morcom, Amborst rd, 
a Physician High Court Pet Dec 20 Ord 

eb 12 

Harris, Revsex, Greyhound rd, Fulham, Glazier High 
Court Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 

Haynes, Jesse, jun, New Wortley, Leeds, Baker Leeds 
Pet Feb 12° Ord Feb 12 

Hickson, Tuomas, Kingston upon Hull Boot Dealer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan3 Ord Feb13 : 

Hicetss, Harry Gorpon, Leigh on Sea, Essex, Architect 
Chelmsford Pet Dec12 Ord Feb 10 

Horg, Arruor Pzaca, Clayton, Lancs, Chemist Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 

Horxixs, THomas Hewry, Bedford, Fruiterer Bediord 
Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 14 

Jarvis, Atzest, New Pond, Cross in Hand, Waldron, 
Sussex, Bricklayer Lewes Pet Feb 8 Ord Feb 12 

Larizr, Georez Avaustus Cuartes. Rye ln, Peckham, 
Hosier High Court Pet Dec 27 Ord Feb13 

Laycock, Joux, Burnley, Cabinet Maker Burnley Pet 
Feb 13 O:d Feb 13 

Mipp.ierex, Taomas Eyre, Heaton Norris, Lancs Stock- 
port Pet Feb14 Ord Feb 14 

Newsox, Nevson, and Joux Jenkins Newtson, Aberystwyth, 
Buiiders Aberystwyth Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 

Nasu, Jonas, Waterlooville, Hants, Coal Merchant Ports- 
mouth Pet Feb10 Ord Feb 10 

Pace, Rosert Rorasp, Watford, Electrician St Albans 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Parsons, James, Greenwich, Licensed Victualler Green- 
wich Pet Dec7 Ord Feb 13 

Pearsox, Wituiam Artaur, Lioyd’s av, Fenchurch st, 
Colonial Merchant High Court Pet Jan 3 Ord Feb 12 

Poruam, Cuares Joun, Wellingborough, Plumber North- 
ampton Pet Feb14 Ord Feb 14 

Putsos, Wittram Cueistoper, Liscard Cheshire, Clerk 
Birkenhead Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 

feuen, Joux, Gorleston, Norfolk, Coal Merchant Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 

Srzppisc, Arrep, Chickenley Heath, nr Dewsbury, Mop 
Manufactarer Dewsbury Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Swat, Jony Lacey, Kington, Hereford, Woollen Manu- 
facturer Leominster Pet Feb14 Ord Feb 14 

Tayior, Raven, Leice+ter, Pork Butcher Leicester Pet 
Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Tuackray, Caartzs, Scotton, nr Knaresborough, Yorks, 
Grocer York Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 

Tuompsox, Joux, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks, Licensed Vic- 
tualler StocktononTees Pet Febi2 Ord Feb 12 

Tsaompsox, Wittiam, Naneaton, Warwick, Greengrocer 
Coven Pet Febi12 Ord Feb 12 

Wacriace, Wiiiiam, Pendlebury, Lancs, Phys:cian Salford 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 14 

Werorp, Tuomas Apram, Scaling, nr Loftus, Yorks, 

Farmer Stockton on Te2s Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Wuastox, Geouce Farpenick, and Hopert Joun Jessett, 

ines grove, Printer High Court Pet Feb 6 Ord 

feb 14 

Wi.sox, Tuomas Hzway, Sheffield Sheffield Pet Feb 14 

Oid Feb 14 


Lond n Gazette.—Turspay, Feb, 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Anpetesses, Victor Orro Witue tm, Holloway rd, Florist 
High Court Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 
Basserr. James Geonce, Kidderminster, House Furnisher 


Kidderminster Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 
Beit, James Joserpu, Sunderland, Licensed Victualler’s 


Stocktaker Sunderland Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 

Briacxeven, Joseru, Gt Grimeby, Baker Gt Grimsby Pet 
Feb14_ Ord Feb 14 

Beapiey, Marruew, Wakefield Wakeficld Pet Feb 15 
Od Feb 15 

Beaurrox, Epwarp Caagies, Middlesbrough, Grocer 
Middlesbrough Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

Burreevrecp, Cuagtes, Little Drayton, Salop, Grocer’s 


Assistant Crewe Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 

Crayvtrox, Witiiam Cann, Sheffield, Butcher Sheffield Pet 
Jan i8 Ord Feb 15 

Crzasy Epwis, Olympia, Kensington, Lessee and Manager 
of Olymp ia High Court Pet Feb1é Ord Feb 16 
Ceospare, Wictram, Oldham, Labourer Oldham Pet Feb 
1% Ord Feb 16 

Docwea, Danie, Gt Yarmouth, Fish Merchant Gt Yar- 





| Goonies, Jous, and Tuomas Goopizgr, Withington, Man- 
P 


mouth Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 
Frrz-Heeseet, Hoxace, Erdington, Haulier Birmingham 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 


chester, Plombers Manchester Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 16 

Hests, Wiitiam Hensy, Middlesbrough Middlesbrough 

Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 

Hvucues, Wiitam, Wavertree, Liverpool, Builder Liver- 

pool Pe Jen 2% Ord Feb 16 

Hut, Tom, Burslem, Staffs, Pawnbroker’s Assistant 
Btoke upon Trent Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 





Jonas, Roveet Hoox, Tolworth, Burrey High Court Pet 
Febi6 Ord Feb 





E Joux, Aston, Warwick, G Birmingh 
ENDALL, JOHN, m, Warwick, Grocer 
x Pet Feb —— Y = adh 
ENNINGTON, Ricnagp, New Cleethorpes, Boiler 
Gt Grimsby Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 Make 
Loosxtx, Jouy, Ne e under Lyme, Staffs, Green, 
grocer Hanley Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 
MackrintosH, ANDREW Epwin, Rugby, Acting ‘ 
xr Coventry Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 
Minpteron, Cuaries Georcr, Birkenhead, Boat Builder 
Birkenhead Pet Jan30 Ord Feb 15 
Mirowe.., Jonn AtBert, Bradford, Commercial Traveller 
Bradford Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 
Moreron, Grorcz, and Josrrn Strepuzn WAttace, 
wardine, Hereford, Coal Merchants Hereford Pet 
M tas Wat © Iof W N 
ott, Harry, owes, I o' ewport P, 
Ord Feb 17 eS ae 


Pennineton, Joun, 8t Helens, Lancs, Builder Lj 
i Pet Jan Ord Feb 16 mY ~ 5 TLiverped 
UGsLty, Joun, Newpo on, Shoeing Smith 
on’ Pet Feb 16, Ord Feb16 Newpat, 


Reaper, Georce, ton Magna, Somerset, Farme 
Yeovil Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

RotawetL, Rosert, Bolton, Coal Merchant’s Yarimg 
Bolton Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

Saunpers, J, Bromley, Builder Croydon Pet Jan y 

8 beep | me Bursl Staffs, Tail 

Avirz, Sotomon, Burslem, Staffs, Tailor Hanley 
Feb6 Ord Feb 16 Ns 

SuEPHarD, Eryest, Upwell, Norfolk, Coal Dealer King's 
Lyon Pet Febié Ord Feb 16 

Tirse, Witt1am Spencer, Blean, Kent, ‘Wheelwright 
Canterbury Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 

Tomiinsoy, Sypnzy, East Ardsley, Yorks, Blast Furnage 
Labourer Leeds Pet Febi14 Ord Febl4 

Teratr, Wit11am Epwarp, and Gerorce Hezsmy 
Fsettowns, Penge rd, South Norwood Croydon Py 
Jan 26 Ord Feb 13 


Trueman, A J, South Yarra, Victoria, Australia, Builde 
igh Court Pet Sept 25 Ord Feb 15 
Vace, Henry, Yeovil, Plumber Yeovil Pet Feb 17 Oni 


Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 

Wap.ey, Witu1am Epmunp, Bristol, Clerk Bristol Gri 
Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

Wesper, Witttam, Islington, Builder High Court Pe 
Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

Wexcu, Hesxeta Henry, Borough Market, Fruit Sales. 
man High Court Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 16 

We ts, Eowin Armitace Greaory, Brixton hill, Wate- 
maker igh Court Pet Feb15 Ord Feb15 

Wauitz, Wi.tiam, New Brislington, Bristol, Builder 
Bristol Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 

Wiss, Stepuen, Stower Row, nr Shaftesbury, Dorset, 
‘farmer Salisbury Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

Yeomans, Davip Frepenick, Ashby de la Zouch, Leicester 
Nottingham Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asner, Apeam, Northampton, Draper Feb 28 at 11.30 Of 
Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Atrorp, Artsavue, Melbury, Dorset, Licensed Victualler 
March 1 at 2.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine #, 


jury 

Anprigessex, Victor Orro WiLuELM, Holloway rd, Florist 
March 2at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Barker, Grorar, Thorpe Hesley, nr Rotherham, Y: 
Mioer March 1at 1130 Off Reo, Figtree In, 

Beit, James Josern, Sunderland, Licensed Victualler's 
Stocktaker Feb 28 at 3.39 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, 


Sunderland 

Buaik, Jouy, Catford, Kent, Commercial Traveller March 
2at12.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Boyes, Gzorce AnpERson, Halifux, Rheumatic Specialist 
Feb 28 at 3.30 Off Rec, Town Hall chmbrs, Halifax 

Brook, Jos1an, Normanton, Blacksmith’s Striker Feb 8 
at1ll Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Cuitp, Georce James, Friern Barnet March 1 at3 4, 
Bedford row 

Cieary, Epwin, Bury st, 8t James’s, Lessee and Monager 
of Olympia March1at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Careys 

Co.iins, Ricuagp. Fae, Collier Feb 28at12 1%, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfit 

Cooxe, ArTuur Wi.uiAm, West Bromwich, Staffs, Painter 
Feb 28 at11 191, Corporation st, Birminnham 

Davies, Witu1AM, Birmingham, Grocer March 1 at il 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Dean, Witt1am, Halifax, Printer Feb 28 at 3 Of Ree, 
Town Hall chmbrs, Halifax 

Dockixo, Lawrence Sipyey, and Percy Witi1am Dooxixa, 
Southampton, Printers Feb 28at3.45 Off Rec, Mid- 
land Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

Dysox, Jouy, Lanthwaite, nr Huddersfield, Innkeeper 
March 1 at 3 Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, New #, 
Huddersfield 

E..is, Francis Epwin, Stockfleld rd, Streatham Photo- 
graphic Artist Feb 28 at 11.30 192, York rd, Wet 
minster bridge 

Frowse, James, Abercanaid, nr Merthyr Tydfil, Glam, 
Timberman ' Feb 28 at 3 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Garenwoop, Joun Cottinawoop, Bootle, Lanes, Clothiers 
Manager Feb 28 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria #, 

Liverpool ; 

Garvin, Cunistina Letitia, Swanepe, Boarding House 
Kee Feb 28 at 3 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbn, 

High st, Southampton 

Havixy, Roser’, Rendham, Suffolk, Farmer March 16 

at 2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich : 

Hanns, Reveex, Greyhound rd, Fulham, Glazier March 

5atl2 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Hewirt, James Eowin, Hockley, Birmingham, Jewel Case 
Maker Feb 28 at12 191, Corporation st, Bi 

Hors, Anruun Pxacn, Clayton, Lancs, Chemist Feb 2 at 
3 Off , Byrom st, Manchester ’ 

Janvis, Avesst, New Pond, Cross in Hand, Wa'droa, 
Bussex, Bricklayer Feb 28 at 2 County Court Offices, 

Lewes 

Tones, Seonee Fee, Zawes. Surrey March 5 at I 

kaorup' . ry 
Kewninoron, Ricnanp, New Cigethorpes, Boiler Maker 








Feb 28 at 11 Off Reo, Bt Mary's chimbrs, Gt Grimeby 
























Pet Feb 5 
Liverpool 


ot Jan yy 
nley Pet 
ar King's 
heel wright 
t Furnace 


Hensene 
don Pe 


» Builder 
>17 On 
istol Oni 
burt Pet 
lit Sales. 
|, Wateh- 
| Builder 
> Dorset, 
Leicester 


ecial 
Jif ax 
Feb B 


ts u, 
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SS 
—— 
Epwis, Rugby. some eae Wouirs, Arraur James, Barrow in Furness, Grocer March 9 | May, Witt1am Vatentixe Wau King st, Cheapside, 
ee AnD 28 at 12 of Ree 8, High st, at 11.15 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness jurveyor Court Pet + Dee il Ord Feb 17 
Mazewes, ag Wastan, Sheffield, 6 Gemtperdal Trev Tra’ ADJUDICATIONS. Mrrcue.t, coms Asset, Bradford, Commercial Traveller 
Marchi at12 O ft Reo, Figtzee i, =" Feb 28 at 12 Asett, Tomas, and Ricnarp Asrit, Beeston, Notts, Mo ae ‘et Feb 17 = Feb a Wat 
Pe es Roseet ROLAND, — . Butchers Nottio Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 15 Srowasdion tas ST Mavel gs ond Pet 


Reo, 14, Bedfor’ Norn, Sheffield, Jeweller March 

REDERICK Vincent, Sheffie eweller 

Peansm2. 30 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Perce, GORGE Francis, Craisebound, Haxey, Lines, 
Farmer Feb 18 at 12.15 Off Rec, 31, 'Bilver st, Lincoln 

Poutey, CHARLES, Hadleigh, Essex, Baker March 7 at 2 
Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Pornam, CHARLES JOBN, Welli nagborongh, Plumber Feb 
98 at 12 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northumpton 

Paice, GEORGE Henry, Weymouth, Pianoforte Tuner 
March 1at2 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine tt, Salis- 


Puc#, Wats, Boughrood, Radnor, Licensed Victualler 
March lat 10 2, Offa st. Hereford 


Powsox, WILLIAM CuarstoraER, Liscard, Clerk Feb 28 at | 


9.30 Off Rec, 85, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Brrsor, JonaTasy Liverpool, Managing Director March 2 
at230 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Rorawe.t, Rosert, Bolton, Coal Merchant’s Yardman 
March 2at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

SpeppixG, ALFBED, Chickenley Heath, nr Dewsbury, Mop 
Manufacturer Feb 28 at 1030 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
Corporation st, Dewsbury 

frank, Emtiz Brenig, Grange over Sands, Boarding 
house Keeper March 8 at 11.15 Off Rec, 16, Corn- 
wallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Tare, —, Sey Pork Butcher Feb 28at12 Off 

st, Leicester 

Tea 4 ory oux, Putney March 2 at 11,30 182, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Tae = Works Co, Victoria st, Westminster, Contractors 
Feb 28 at11 Bankruptcy bldgs Carey st 

Tuomas, Toomas, Glyncorrwg, Glam, Collier March 1 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra wansea 

ToMLINSON, Sypxey, Kast Ardsley, Yorks, Blast Furnace 
Labourer Feb 23at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

a oN J, South Yarra, Victoria, Australia, Builder 
Feb #at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey et 

Wesser, Wittiam, Liverpool rd, Islington, Builder 
March 1at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

— Hesketh Henry, Borough Market, Fruit Sales- 

March 5 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

WEL, ca en ArmiTaGe Grecory, Brixton hill, Watch- 
"maker March 1 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Anprizeson, Victor Orro Wiiae.m, Holloway rd, Floris! 
High Court Pet Feb 1 15 Ord Feb 15 

Bassett, James Groree. Ridierminster, ane Furnisher 
Kidderminster Pet Feb14 Ord Feb 1 

Beit, James Josers, Suaderland, License’ Victualler’s 
Stocktaker Sunderland PetFeb15 Ord Feb 15 

Buiacksurn, Josrra, Gt Grimsby, Baker Gt Grimsby Pet 
Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 





Buakeman, Tuomas, Sandford Hill, fangien, Auctioneer 

Stoke upon Tren: Pet Jani Ord Feb 

| Brapiey, Matrarw, Wakefield Wakefisid Pet Feb 15 | 

Ord Feb 15 

Braunton, Epwarp Caar_es, ee . Grocer 
Middlesbrough Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 

| Burrerrietp, Cuarwzs, Little no, Salo, Grocer’s 
Assistant Crewe Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Cuatwin, AvBERT EpGar, ee General Dealer | 

ham Pet Oct 18 Ord Feb 1 

Crayson, Henry, Claygate, Surrey, Builder Kingston Pet | 
Feb9 Ord Feb 14 

Carnarvon, Cycle Dealers Bangor Pet Nov 17 Ord 

Feb 17 


eb 16 Ord Feb 16 
Garpwer, Frank, Warborough on Thames, Oxford, 
Grocer Oxford Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 17 
Graziee, Sanan, Birmingham, Farmer Birmingham Pet 
Dec6 Ord Feb 14 


Pet Feb17_ Ord — it 
Huu, Tom, Staffs, Pa 

Stoke upon Treat t Pet Feb i 16 Ord Feb 16 

Feb 15 Ord Feb 

Oud Feb 17 

b 15 Ord Feb 15 

Hanley Pet Feb17 Ord Feb1l 

ae Anprew Epwiy, Rugby, Warwick, we | 


Theatrical Manager Coventry Pet Feb 15 
Feb 15 








Kesninetox, Ricsarp, New Soren, Boiler Maker | 
Gt Grimsby Pet Fe 
Looskis, Joux, Newcastle under ome, Staffs, Greengrocer 


| Teatr, 
Coynan, CHARLES, and J Jounson Simpson GREENHALGH, Feuiowss, South N ; 


Cnnqnase, Wituram, Oldham, Labourer Oldham Pet | 


Jonas, RoBERT Hoor, Totworth, Surrey High Court Pet | “ss Gzonce, Birmingham, Baker 


| 


ae, 

Feb16 Ord Feb 16 
Neate, Taomas, Hemsworth, Yorks, Builder Wakefield 
P P Penne Haane, Fi Ironmonger F Pet 

exyy, Francis Harry, Frome, ‘rome 

Feb2 Ord Feb 16 i 
Powe, ALFRED, =yy epson Merchant Greenwich 

Pet Feb 10 


aa Feb 16 

Reaper, Gerore Marston Magna, Somerset, Farmer 
Yeovil Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 

Rorawett, Roserr. Bolton, —_ Merchant’s Yardman 
Bolton Pet Feb16 Ord Fed 1 é 

| Sueruano, Ervest, Upwell, N Norfolk, Chaff Dealer King's 
Lynn Pet Feb 16 Ord nme ag 

Mt. High Court Pet Dec 12 


| Surrey James \ aes 
Ord Feb 1 
Titss, J at al ng Honey Hill, Blean, Kent, Wheel- 
wright Cante gd why Ord Feb 15 
Ardsley, — Furnace 
bourer Leeds Pet Feb 14 Ord F 


Wits Epwarp Sac | te Hersert 
PetJan26 Ord 


Feb 
vere Hear, Yeovil, Plumber Yeovil Pet Feb 17 Ord 
‘eb 17 


Wesses, Wituiay, Li rd, Islington, Builder High 
Court Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 : 

Wetcs, Hesxers Hervey, Market, Fruit Falesman 
High Court Pet Feb 13 Feb 16 


| Tomson, | oem 


Heatn, Witi1am Henry, Middlesbrough Middlesbrough — Eoraigt Court I Gaecory, Brixton hill, Watch- 


Court Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 


wnbroker’s Assistant | Wnzses, — Stower Row, nr Shaftesbury, ’ 


Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 
Birmingham P.t 


ané6 Ord Feb 12 
iby de la 


me Davin Farpericx, Peggs Green, Ash’ 
Jonzs, GrorGE, 4 Draper Bangor Pet Jan 30 Zouch, Tek Nove eet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 





Where difficulty is experienced | in , procuring tle 

Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 

requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 








— 


















VALUATIONS 


For INSURANCE, 





Collections, or Single 
Articles, Purchased. 
Exchanges Effected. 


Teieceams, “Scarcensess, Lonpow.” 


PROBATE, 


Restoration of Old Furniture, 
Tapestries, China, Works of 
Art, &c., a speciality - - - 


Members of the Legal Profession are respectfully invited to inspect 
our Galleries, where only guaranteed genuine specimens are to be seen. 


LAW, FOULSHAM, & COLE, Ltb, 


South Molton Street, New Bond Street, London, W. 


or Division. 








Experts jin Antiques 
and Works of Art. 


Tecepuone: 2568 Warrare. 








LAY. —Evening Employment Required by 
reliable Conveyancing Clerk, 20 years’ experience ; 
occasional or constant. — Aurna, care of “ Solicitors’ 
Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


AW.—Clerkship Wanted by young Solici- 
tor, experienced in Conveyancing and General Work ; 
articled with leadin provincial firm; highest references.— 








OLICITOR (29) Desires Partnership ; pre- 

liminary Clerkship preferred ; experieaced in Convey- 

ancing, Probate, &c., and interviewing clienta,— Tera, care 
of “ Solicitors’ Journal ”’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W. G. 


PRIVATE & SECRETARY. —Young Gentle- | 
man, Lancs., holding responsible sition, well 
educated | ond thorough! ly conversant with Oey class of 
Desires gagement as Private Secretary 

omens, could supply highest references as to 





| mene) ability, &o,— Address 8, 708, care of * Solicitors’ | 


fice, 27, Chancery-lane, w.c, 
] aw. —GREAT SAVING. — For prompt | 








| Payment vad, per cent. will be taken off the following 
.4 
Abstracts Copied | on 0 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts =a vor 30 folios. 
i# Round Hand ,, eo» © 2 per folio, 
Pull | Abstracted oes oe 2 O per sheet, 
PAP a RS sa vs 032 folio, 
t; 
Dotheent, nae pias, Der sheet: a 


KERR & cia 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


Rexvs, care of “ Solicitors’ Journal ”’ Offi 27, - 
oy Gy a oe, 27, Chancery- | 


FFICES WANTED by London Solicitor, 

or would share same, with or without view to 

Partnership; has practised “~~ rs; rent moderate. 

rg F. Lex, care of Mr. Winchester House, 
y: 





OANS ADVANCED at moderate interest 
4 on Freeholds and Long Leaseholds. The Mc 
Assurance Scheme is attractive, ape as it dces for 
periodical extinction of the Joan moderate annual pay- 
ments. ape ‘aan ek, Star Life Assurance Society, 32, 
Moorgate-stree 








ONEY AVAILABLE for MORTGAGE. 
pO ag Securities only entertained ; Freehold or 
Mos ; Funds up to £100,000; ro commiasion.—apply, 
ag ALvatvos & Co., F. AL, Cromweil House, Surrey- 








] ORTGAGES on Landed Estates from 3} 
i to 4 per Cent. according to margin offered ; a 
available (trust money). — Particulars, in contidence. 

| Messrs. eg & seenauie, Surveyors, 9 and 10, Fen. 


ta) 
| 


TFOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent's Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays), 
from 9 a.m, until sunset. Admission 1s,, + ve Gd. 
Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may 
renee of = 5 ee ‘For £5. x > sub- 
| tor to Gocnbeann, 





Hanover-square, W 








BRAN D’ 
ESSENCE 
BEEF, 
CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 
INVALIDS. 


Palco Liate of Sannin Peepactitens tree 
application te ™ 


BRAND & GO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 
The Cream of Cocoas. 


EPPS’S 


Contains all the nutriment 


COCOA 


of the Choicest Nibs. 
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ANDREW'S HOSPITAL | 
MENTAL ‘DISEASES, 


NWORTHAMPTON. 


ST. 


For the Upper and Middle Classes only. 


PrRestpent : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, K.G 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station of the 
London and North-Western and Midland Railways, and 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds, 

The terms vary from 31s 6d. to £4 4s. a week, according 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may be 
reduced by the Committee of Management under special 
circumstances. 

Patients paying higher rate: can have Special Attendants, 
Horses and Carriages, and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
Moulton Park, a-branch establishment, two miles from the 
Hospital. 

There is oe a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall, 
Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully situated in a park of 
180 acres, to whic h patients may be sent 

For further information apply to the Medical Superin- | 
tendent. 





BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND | 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 


Terms - - - - - 1} to 3} Quineas. 
4 mile from Station, G.E.R. 


Apply to “Superintendent,” Hillside, Buniisgfurd. | 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant : 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 

and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Princi 


pal. 
ELEGRAPHIC ADpRESS: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 





Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
Wor Terms, &c. apply to 
D. HOGG, M.R.C.8., &c., 


Medical Superintendent, 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Rickmansworts, 





Treatment of Isebricty and the Drug Gabit. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST. MARGARET’S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.W. 
(Private Home, Licensed, and under Government 
Supervision,) 

Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
Patients. Special Arrangements for Professional and Busi- 
ness Men, c hay time is an object. Boating, Tennis, 


For ‘Lerms apply Mepicat SuregintTEN PENT. 


To Soiicitcrs. 


THE NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT 60., LIMIT 


1, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 


ESTABLISHED 


Subscribed Capital - 


£198,000, 


1872. 


Is limited by its Memorandum of Association 


1) To the letting of Safes and Vaults. 


2) To performing the office of Trustee or Exeey 


All Legal Work connected with Trusts or Execu ‘orships will be placed with the Solicitors introducing 


Moderate Charges. 
No Financia! 


SAFES AND STRONG ROOMS FROM £1 


For further particulars apply to — 


Absolute Security. 


or Speculative Business undertaken, 


is A YEAR. pS: 
A. E. ORAM,’ DirectoreMam Ss 





Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep 1x THE Retox or Wittiam & Mary, 1689. 


MAKERS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN, 
‘SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
| Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
| CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


S UJ N FIRE OFFICE. 


Founded 1710. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
FUYDS IN BAND - - £2,563,000. 





LAW COURTS BRANCH: 


40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 





ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. | 


3. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


NY ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
pi LIFELIKE PORTRAIT MODELS of 

THE LATE SIR HENRY IRVING, 

THE LATE DR. T. J. BARNARDO. 


MADAME TUSSAUD’S ROU MANIAN BAND. 








Admission, 1s. Children under 12,6d. Open 1) wu 10. 


The a fam, | 1862 to I 


re 7 
Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on fee 

5 

shortest notice. ‘ 

The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediateg 
Sane Cestirtcates, Depentures, &c., engraved = 
printed. OrriciAL SEALs designed and executed. 4 

Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & oO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration / 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner € 
Serjeants’ Inn). a 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 





‘(HE COLISEUM, Charing Cros 
THREE PERFORMANCES DAILY, at 3,6 
9pm. The 6 o’clock Programme is entirely different fi 
that at 3 and 9 o’lock. All seats in all parts are nul 
and reserved Stamped addressed envelopes should 
pany all postal applications for seats. Prices: t 
£2 2s., £1 ra 6d., aud £1 1s. ; fauteuils, 10s. 6d , and Ta, 
stal’¥5s., 4s.,8s and 2s..(Telephone 7,689 Gerrard’; gam 
tier 4 ee: 6d. (Telephone 7,699 Gerrard), CGN 
wen Hy 12 half- -price to all fauteuils and stalls. Tele 
* Coliseum, London.’ 





Solicitors’ Brief Ba 
FROM 7/6 EACH. 


Miustrated Liat Free on applications 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


i9t & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 








—_, —\ _ 


E PROBATE 


-— 
>) WN 
= Members of the LEGAL PROFESSION 
are respecttutiy requested to kindly Recom- 





mend our Firm to Executors and 
requiring Valuations. 


—— I. “ J 


e) PIN 


others 


Waa (IONS | 


ee em : 


~~ saat a alae Te NG 


: 
- 
a 


& son, 


I7 and 18, Piccadilly, Wa and nd 30, Cornhill, London, E.C, 


ESTABLISHED 1772. 
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ANDREW'S HOSPITAL | 
MENTAL ‘DISEASES, 


NORTHAMPTON. 


ST. 


For the Upper and Middle Classes only. 


PRESIDENT : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, K.G. 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station of the 
London and North-Western and Midiand Railways, and 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds. 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s. a week, according 
to the requirements of the case. “a terms may be 
reduced by the Committee of Management under special 
circumstances. 

Patients paying higher rate: can have Special Attendants, 
Horses and Carriages, and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 


or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 


Moulton Park, a-branch establishment, two miles from the | 
Hospital } 


There: is ag a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall, 
Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, apt ye en in a park of 
180 acres, to which patients may be se 


For further information apply to the Medical Superin- | 


tendent. 





BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND | 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUGS. 


Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 


Terms - - - - - 1} to 3} Quincas. 
} mile from Station, G.E.R. 


Apply to “Superintendent,” Hillside, Buntisgford. 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 

and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
ELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 





Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For ~~ we — the Act and privately. 
Yor Terms, &c. » app & 
¥. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.8., &c., 


Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Rickmansworrs. 





Treatment of Iscbricty and the Drug Habit. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST. MARGARET’S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.W. 
(Private Home, Licensed, and under Government 
Supervision, ) 

Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
Patients. Special Arrangements for Professional and Busi- 
ness » to bay A time is an object. Boating, Tennis, 


, Billiards, & 
For ‘terms pa he Senere Mepicat SureRginTENDENT. 


SUN 





To Soiicitors. 


THE NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT 60., LIME 


1, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1872. £1 98 000), 


Subscribed Capital - - m 
2) To performing the office of Trustee or Exeout 


Is limited by its Memorandum of Association — 
1) To the letting of Safes and Vaults. 
All Legal Work connected with Trusts or Exeeu'orships will be placed with the Solicitors introducing 
Moderate Charges. Absolute Security, 
No Financia! or Speculative Business undertaken. & 
SAFES AND STRONG ROOMS FROM £1 1s. A YEAR. a 
apply to — A. E. ORAM, Directors Manages 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 


For further particulars 





Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep tx THE Retax or Witttam & Mary, 1689. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on * 
shortest notice, 3 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immedi 
Saare Cestirtcatres, Desentures, &c.,, engrayell : 
printed. OrriciaL SeAvs designed and executed, 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & G6 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner at 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Ag 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 


CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


FIRE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 


LAW COURTS TS : BR ANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
FUYDS IN BAND - - £2,563,000. 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 








TNHE COLISEUM, Charing Cross, = 
THREE PERFORMANC ES DAILY, at 3, 6, a 
9pm. The 6 o’clock Programme is entirely different 
that at 3 and 9 o’@lock. Ali seats in all parts are nui 
and reserved Stamped addressed envelopes should 
pany all postal applications for seats. Prices: 
£2 2s., £1 lis. 6d., and £1 1s. ; fauteuils, 10s. 6d , andF 
stal’ ey 4s., 88 and 2s (Telephone 7,689 Gerrard’; 
tier, ’ balcony, 6d. (Telephone 7,699 Gerrard), Ci 
one 12 half- -price to all fauteuils and stalls, 
* Coliseum, London.’ 








Solicitors’ Brief B 


FROM 7/6 EACH. 
Mlustrated Liat Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


Y ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
B LIFELIKE PORTRAIT MODELS of 

THE LATE SIR HENRY IRVING, 

THE LATE DR. T. J. BARNARDO. 
MADAME TUSSAUD’S ROUMANIAN BAND, 
Admission, 1s. Children under 12,6d. Open 1) wu 10. 
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. E PROBAT | E VAI 





mend our Firm to 
requiring Valuations. 


oe _ 
= Members of the LEGAL paid Ai, ) 


are respectiutiy requested to kindly Recom- 
Executors and others 


SPINK & 30 


: (SU) oS 


I7 and 18, Piccadilly, W., and 30, Cornhill, London, E.C, 


ESTABLISHED 1772. 





